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SPECIAL  SCHOOL  MILK  AND  BRUCELLOSIS 
ERADICATION  PROGRAMS 


TUESDAY,  JANUARY  24,  1956 

House  of  Representatives, 

Subcommittee  on  Dairy  Products 
of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  notice,  at  10:05  a.  m.,  in 
room  1310,  New  House  Office  Building,  Hon.  Thomas  G.  Abernethy 
(chairman  of  the  subcommittee)  presiding. 

Present:  Representatives  Abernethy,  Polk,  Watts,  Johnson,  Mrs. 
Knutson,  Andresen,  Mclntire,  Williams,  and  Laird. 

Also  present:  John  J.  Heimburger,  counsel. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  We  have  met  this  morning  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  further  consideration  to  amendments  which  would  enlarge  the 
authority  to  expend  money  for  the  school  milk  program  and  the 
brucellosis  campaign  for  the  fiscal  year  1956. 

We  had  an  executive  meeting  on  this  subject  week  before  last. 
At  that  time  I  requested  and  instructed  the  witnesses  from  the 
Department  to  return  at  a  later  date  for  the  purpose  of  building 
a  record  and  adding  such  further  testimony  as  they  cared  to. 

So  at  this  time,  we  will  hear  from  Mr.  Roy  Lennartson,  Deputy 
Administrator  for  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

STATEMENT  OF  ROY  W.  LENNARTSON,  DEPUTY  ADMINISTRATOR, 

ACCOMPANIED  BY  M.  D.  GARBER,  DIRECTOR,  FOOD  DISTRIBU¬ 
TION  DIVISION,  HOWARD  P.  DAVIS,  DEPUTY  DIRECTOR,  FOOD 

DISTRIBUTION  DIVISION;  AND  NATHAN  KOENIG,  SPECIAL 

ASSISTANT  TO  THE  ADMINISTRATOR,  AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE,  UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Mr.  Lennartson.  We  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  very  much 
appreciate  this  opportunity  to  discuss  legislation  designed  to  insure 
that  the  special  school-milk  program  will  continue  intact  during  the 
remainder  of  the  present  school  year. 

The  legislation  with  which  this  hearing  is  concerned  would  amend 
section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  to  in¬ 
crease  the  maximum  authorized  use  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
funds  for  the  special  scliool-milk  program  from  $50  million  to  $60 
million  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  favors  the  enactment  of  this  amendment  as  promptly 
as  possible. 

In  his  farm  message  to  the  Congress,  the  President  reported  that 
this  program  to  increase  fluid-milk  consumption  by  schoolchildren 
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had  met  with  gratifying  success — both  as  a  means  of  contributing 
to  better  health  habits  and  to  expanding  present  and  future  farm 
markets.  He  recommended  that  the  program  be  extended  and 
enlarged  and  also  reported: 

I  have  been  advised  that,  in  some  States,  milk-program  funds  are  nearing 
depletion.  We  must  see  to  it  that  the  program  is  carried  forward  intact  through 
this  fiscal  year. 

It  is  this  immediate  problem  that  the  legislation  now  under  discus¬ 
sion  is  designed  to  meet. 

As  you  know,  the  special  scliool-milk  program  was  authorized  by 
the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954,  which  became  law  just  as  most  schools 
were  opening  for  the  fall  term  in  1954.  Despite  this  necessarily  late 
start — with  the  excellent  work  of  State  educational  agencies  and  the 
dairy  industry — the  program  was  rapidly  put  into  operation.  Almost 
42,000  schools  entered  the  program  last  year  and  substantial  con¬ 
sumption  increases  were  obtained  in  a  large  proportion  of  the  schools. 

Mr.  Andresen.  You  mean  the  last  fiscal  year? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  The  last  school  year,  the  school  year  of  1954 
and  1955. 

Mr.  Andresen.  The  one  ending  in  June  1955? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  is  correct. 

However,  as  operating  experience  was  gained  last  year,  it  became 
evident  that  some  revisions  were  required  to  obtain  the  program’s 
full  potential.  Last  spring,  the  Department  took  the  leadership  in 
working  with  school  and  dairy  people  to  institute  needed  improve¬ 
ments  in  the  program  for  this  year.  These  improvements  were  pri¬ 
marily  directed  toward  making  it  possible  for  more  schools  to  insti¬ 
tute  price  reductions  as  a  starting  point  in  a  many-sided  effort  to 
an  effort  to  make  milk  more  available  to  children. 

The  revised  program  has  met  with  wide  approval.  By  early 
December  this  year,  62,000  schools  were  in  the  program — an  increase 
of  more  than  48  percent  over  last  year’s  excellent  record.  A  special 
study  conducted  by  the  Department  in  over  1,000  individual  schools 
in  13  States  showed  that  in  October  there  was  an  81 -percent  increase 
in  extra  milk  servings  over  1953.  This  is  in  addition  to  the  additional 
milk  served  as  part  of  complete  lunches  under  the  national  school- 
lunch  program. 

In  fact,  the  immediate  problem  in  at  least  a  dozen  States  is  not 
expansion  of  the  milk  program.  Right  now,  they  are  concerned  that 
action  may  soon  be  necessary  to  discontinue  or  dilute  the  program 
because  of  the  uncertainties  in  the  fund  situation. 

This  is  the  situation  that  would  be  forestalled  by  the  early  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  legislation. 

In  the  absence  of  any  reliable  basis  for  forecasting  the  probable 
performance  under  the  revised  program,  it  was  agreed  that  funds 
should  be  temporarily  divided  among  the  States  on  the  basis  of  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act  formula  and  that  funds  would  be  advanced 
to  States  on  a  quarterly  basis. 

In  addition,  the  Department  withheld,  in  reserve,  25  percent  of 
the  $50  million,  as  a  means  of  meeting  the  needs  of  those  States  where 
the  program  might  expand  most  rapidly.  In  spite  of  these  precau¬ 
tions,  the  sharp  expansion  this  year  is  placing  a  serious  strain  on  the 
maximum  authorization  for  the  program. 
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In  summary,  this  is  the  current  situation,  based  upon  the  best 
estimates  States  have  been  able  to  make: 

There  are  12  States  that  will  have  spent  their  entire  allotment  of 
funds  by  March  1.  These  States  are  already  asking  the  Department 
if  schools  should  be  put  on  notice  that  funds  to  finance  price  reduc¬ 
tions  may  be  exhausted  prior  to  the  end  of  the  school  term. 

An  additional  7  States  are  likely  to  exhaust  their  allotment  prior 
to  the  end  of  the  school  year. 

The  fund  situation  in  5  States  appears  to  be  in  balance. 

The  remaining  25  States  do  not  appear  to  need  their  full  allotment 
and  the  unneeded  funds  can  be  shifted  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  19 
States  in  a  deficit  position  as  the  year  progresses. 

We  have  already  moved  rapidly  to  effect  these  transfers  and  have 
already  obtained  releases  on  some  $3.7  million  of  the  remaining  funds 
scheduled  for  advance  to  the  surplus  States.  Additional  releases 
are  expected  when  States  have  had  an  opportunity  to  make  an 
accounting  of  their  funds  through  December. 

In  our  judgment,  however,  maximum  possible  steps  in  this  respect 
are  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  immediate  situation  in  the  12  most 
critical  States. 

In  view  of  the  uncertainties,  these  States  are  not  attempting 
to  expand  the  program  to  additional  schools. 

The  best  estimates  that  States  have  been  able  to  make  indicate 
that  total  program  expenditures  this  year,  assuming  no  limitation  on 
available  funds,  may  not  be  much  in  excess  of  $50  million. 

However,  to  insure  that  adequate  funds  can  be  made  available 
at  the  right  times  and  in  the  right  places,  we  believe  it  essential 
that  the  authorization  for  this  year’s  program  be  increased  to  $60 
million.  This  increase  will  not  mean  an  increase  in  the  current 
estimate  of  expenditure.  Rather,  it  is  designed  to  provide  needed 
flexibility  to  shift  funds  among  States  in  accordance  with  program 
needs  and,  thus,  assure  full  development  of  the  program  in  all  States. 

Early  action  to  increase  the  maximum  authorization  would  provide 
assurances  to  all  States  that  they  would  not  be  asking  schools  to 
underwrite  price  reductions  to  children  for  which  reimbursement 
would  not  be  forthcoming. 

The  increase  in  the  maximum  authorization  by  the  proposed  $10 
million  is  needed  primarily  to  provide  sufficient  flexibility  in  the  man¬ 
agement  of  program  funds  to  prevent  the  discontinuance  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  in  any  State  before  the  end  of  the  school  year. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  Mr.  Garber,  who  is  Director  of  our  Food 
Distribution  Division  under  which  this  program  is  operated  and  with 
him  is  Mr.  Howard  Davis,  the  Deputy  Director,  in  the  event  there 
are  certain  pertinent  questions  you  would  like  to  ask. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  I  think  the  record  ought  to  show  that  time  is  of 
the  essence. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  How  do  you  propose  to  distribute  this  $10  million? 
Do  you  propose  to  use  it  in  the  States  wdiere  there  is  a  definite  short¬ 
age  of  funds  or  do  you  propose  to  divide  it  as  you  have  divided  the 
other  funds? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  These  funds  would  be  used  or  would  be  directed 
to  those  States  which  are  in  financial  trouble. 
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Mr.  Abernethy.  Of  course,  I  expected  that  answer  and  I  think 
that  is  the  wav  it  should  be. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  In  addition,  as  we  withdraw  funds  from  States 
which  indicate  they  do  not  need  them,  those  funds  likewise  would  be 
directed  as  soon  as  they  are  available  into  those  States  that  are  short. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  What  amount  of  funds  to  you  anticipate  would 
be  withdrawn  from  States  not  using  all  of  their  allocation? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  WTe  anticipate  that  from  the  States  which 
apparently  now  will  have  a  surplus  of  funds,  we  will  be  able  to  with¬ 
draw  by  the  encl  of  the  school  year  the  total  $10  million,  but  unfortu¬ 
nately,  we  won’t  be  able  to  withdraw  it  in  time  to  provide  the  States 
which  are  in  financial  difficulties. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Actually,  $60  million  will  not  be  expended. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  It  is  our  estimate  now  on  the - 

Mr.  Abernethy.  I  mean,  actually. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  On  the  basis  of  estimates  we  have  now,  we  will 
not  spend  more  than  $50  million  total  on  the  program  this  year. 
The  additional  $10  million  at  this  time  will  give  us  essentially  what 
might  be  called  working  capital  in  order  to  keep  the  program  going 
at  its  maximum  level. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Are  there  any  questions? 

Mr.  Andresen.  Will  you  read  into  the  record  the  12  States  that 
have  used  their  funds? 

And  also  the  7  States  that  are  mentioned  in  the  statement. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Mr.  Garber,  do  you  have  that  information 
available  for  the  record  at  this  time? 

Mr.  Garber.  Yes,  I  think  so.  The  12  States  that  need  money 
are — do  you  want  to  give  the  estimated  amounts? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Just  name  the  States. 

Mr.  Andresen.  The  12  States  and  7  States. 

Mr.  Garber.  California,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Washington,  and  Wisconsin. 

Air.  Andresen.  Does  that  include  the  seven? 

Air.  Lennartson.  That  includes  the  seven. 

Air.  Andresen.  Can  you  secure  and  put  in  the  record  the  quantity 
of  surplus  milk  in  those  areas,  in  those  States  that  you  have  mentioned? 
What  I  mean  by  that  is  this,  in  each  State — we  will  take  the  State  of 
New  York  as  an  illustration — the  class  (1)  (A)  fluid  milk  that  is  used 
for  regular  consumption  represents  a  certain  amount  of  milk.  And 
what  I  would  like  to  have  the  record  show  is  the  surplus  milk  there, 
over  and  above  the  milk  used  as  class  A  consumers  milk. 

I  have  heard  that  there  is  a  surplus,  like  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
of  50  percent  of  the  milk.  There  has  been  an  increase  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  over  a  period  of  time.  That  milk  in  the  State  of  New  York  and 
probably  in  some  of  the  other  States,  goes  into  manufacturing  milk, 
like  butter  and  cheese  and  ice  cream. 

And  what  I  would  like  to  find  out  and  I  have  been  trying  to  find 
out  for  a  long  time,  is  how  much  surplus  milk  there  is  in  each  of  these 
States. 
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The  purpose  of  this  program,  or  at  least  one  of  the  purposes  of  the 
program,  was  to  stabilize  the  price  of  milk  by  increasing  consumption 
of  surplus  milk. 

I  want  to  find  out  the  States  that  have  this  surplus  milk.  How 
much  we  are  diverting  out  of  the  surplus  milk  into  consumption  by 
the  schoolchildren. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Mr.  Andresen,  are  you  asking  us  to  calculate 
the  per  capita  consumption  based  on  the  population  in  the  States? 

Mr.  Andresen.  No. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  If  you  are  referring  to  surpluses - 

Mr.  Andresen.  The  surplus  milk  produced  in  these  milk-marketing 
order  areas. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  is  the  question  I  want  to  raise  then.  Are 
you  addressing  yourself  to  the  Federal  marketing  areas  because  men¬ 
tion  has  been  made,  for  instance,  of  Maine — it  is  in  the  list.  There  is 
no  Federal  milk-marketing  order  in  that  State. 

Mr.  Andresen.  All  of  these  States  you  have  mentioned  in  the 
East  here  are  in  milk-marketing  areas. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  California  would  not  be. 

Mr.  Andresen.  You  have  got  one  in  New  York. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  We  can  take  a  look  at  that. 

Mr.  Andresen.  You  have  one  in  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Andresen.  One  in  Connecticut,  one  in  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  There  is  none  in  Connecticut. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Then  they  do  not  have  any  surplus  milk. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  They  have  it,  but  there  is  no  Federal  order  there. 
There  is  none  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  either. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Connecticut  has  a  State  law,  I  believe. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Andresen.  I  would  like  to  find  out  how  much  surplus  milk 
there  is  produced  in  these  particular  States. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  I  think  I  understand  what  you  want  and  we 
can  furnish  that  for  the  record. 

Mr.  Johnson.  What  you  want  is  how  much  class  (1)  milk  in  excess 
is  used  for  drinking  purposes  produced  in  those  States. 

Mr.  Andresen.  In  reality  what  I  want  to  find  out  is  how  much 
surplus  milk  produced  in  these  order  areas  goes  into  butter,  cheese, 
and  drv-milk  powder. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  I  think  I  understand  what  you  want.  To  the 
extent  that  we  have  it  we  will  furnish  it  for  the  record. 

Mr.  Andresen.  I  think  you  can  get  it.  I  hear  people  quoting 
figures  around  here  that  New  York  produces  50  percent  more  milk 
that  goes  into  manufacturing  products. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  It  has  been  a  custom  around  here  to  quote  figures 
for  a  long  time. 

Mr.  Andresen.  I  know  that.  I  want  to  find  out  actually  what 
it  is.  I  don’t  want  to  be  guessing  about  it.  I  would  like  to  have 
that  for  the  whole  country. 

But  I  am  particularly  interested  in  this  area,  because  we  are  trying 
to  stabilize.  We  use  commodity-credit  funds  for  this  purpose.  That 
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is,  to  help  stabilize  the  price  of  milk  and  commodities  by  diverting 
into  human  consumption  the  surplus  milk. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Yes. 

Air.  Andresen.  Do  you  want  to  say  something? 

Mr.  Koenig.  We  can  always  assume  that  milk  which  is  not  utilized 
as  fluid  milk  in  a  market  would  obviously  be  used  for  manufacturing 
milk  products.  That  is  happening  under  the  school-milk  program 
which  is  utilizing  for  fluid  consumption,  milk  that  otherwise  would 
be  used  for  manufactured  products. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Well,  of  course,  you  know  the  objective  of  the 
program.  But  I  want  to  get  some  definite  figures  on  it. 

Mr.  Koenig.  I  think  Mr.  Davis  has  the  results  of  a  study  that  we 
just  completed  recentty  as  to  consumption  under  the  school  milk  pro¬ 
gram,  that  probably  will  meet  the  question  you  raised  just  awhile  ago. 

With  reference  to  information  as  to  what  the  increases  in  milk  con¬ 
sumption  have  been  under  the  special  school  milk  program,  I  don’t 
think  we  have  the  detail  on  that  available  b}r  States  as  you  requested 
but  we  do  have  it  for  a  number  of  the  school  areas  in  which  this  par¬ 
ticular  study  has  been  made. 

Mr.  Andresen.  You  can  get  the  information  from  the  milk¬ 
marketing  authorities  where  they  have  orders. 

Mr.  Koenig.  I  am  talking  about  the  information  that  you  requested 
earlier  as  to  increases  in  milk  consumption  in  the  schools  themselves. 
Mr.  Davis  can  elaborate  on  the  information  he  does  have  for  you. 

Mr.  Andresen.  In  addition,  I  want  to  find  out  how  much  milk 
goes  into  these  different  manufacturing  products  that  are  now  under 
the  support  program. 

That  is  all,  Mr.  Chairman. 

(The  information  requested  is  as  follows:) 

Special  School  Milk  Program — Effect  on  Milk  Consumption 

The  special  school  milk  program  has  contributed  effectively  to  the  greater  con¬ 
sumption  of  milk  in  schools  by  more  children.  In  the  current  school  year,  over 
60,000  schools  are  participating,  about  50  percent  more  than  the  peak  last  year. 
To  obtain  an  early  appraisal  of  the  program’s  results  this  year,  the  Department 
conducted  a  survey  in  21  city  and  county  school  systems  this  fall.  The  school 
systems  selected  were  those  with  centralized  record-keeping  so  that  comparative 
data  for  previous  years  on  large  numbers  of  schools  could  be  obtained  with  a 
minimum  of  effort  on  the  part  of  school  personnel.  (For  this  reason,  the  results 
of  the  study  are  valid  only  for  the  areas  studied  and  are  not  intended  to  reflect  a 
national  picture.) 

The  21  city  and  county  school  systems  canvassed  were  scattered  through  14 
States  and  included  1,404  schools  with  a  total  enrollment  of  more  than  930,000 
students.  The  central  offices  of  these  schools  provided  data  on  their  total  milk 
purchases  for  the  month  of  October  in  1953,  1954,  and  1955.  They  also  reported 
the  number  of  type  A  lunches  served,  the  amount  of  milk  sold  in  addition  to  that 
included  with  a  complete  lunch,  and  the  price  charged  students  per  half  pint  of 
milk.  They  supplied  additional  useful  information  on  methods  and  frequency  of 
milk  service. 

The  21  school  systems  studied  reported  substantial  increases  in  milk  consump¬ 
tion  over  the  year  prior  to  the  start  of  the  special  school  milk  program.  In  Los 
Angeles,  for  example,  total  milk  consumption  in  schools  in  October  1955  was  more 
than  double  consumption  in  October  1953.  School  officials  attribute  the  increase 
to  the  introduction,  in  September  of  1955,  of  one-third  quart  containers,  priced  at 

5  cents.  This  represented  a  substantial  reduction  from  the  prices  of  8  cents  and 

6  cents  a  half  pint  that  were  in  effect  the  previous  year. 
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Iii  other  school  systems  studied,  consumption  increases  ranged  from  20  percent 
in  Boston,  Mass.,  to  560  percent  in  Plattsmouth,  Nebr.  Nine  of  the  21  school 
systems  had  experienced  increases  of  50  percent  or  more.  For  all  21  systems, 
milk  consumption  totaled  almost  11  million  half  pints  in  October  1955 — 67  per¬ 
cent  more  than  the  6,600,000  half  pints  consumed  in  October  1953. 

In  Boston,  the  20  percent  increase  in  consumption  represented  an  increase  of 
more  than  200,000  additional  half  pints  of  milk  a  month.  Massachusetts’  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Education  reports  that  milk  consumed  in  participating  schools  increased 
from  62  million  half  pints  in  the  1953-54  school  year  to  75  million  half  pints  in  the 
1954-55  school  year.  Based  on  the  rate  of  consumption  reported  for  September, 
October,  and  November  of  1955,  total  milk  consumption  in  Massachusetts  schools 
may  reach  100  million  half  pints  this  year. 

The  figures  were  also  reviewed  to  determine  the  amount  of  milk  consumed 
apart  from  that  included  as  part  of  the  type  A  school  lunch.  In  12  of  the  21  city 
and  county  school  systems,  consumption  of  this  extra  milk  increased  more  than 
100  percent.  In  several  instances — notably  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  Burlington,  N.  C.; 
Louisville,  Ivy. ;  Plattsmouth,  Nebr.;  and  Concord,  N.  II. — the  substantially 
increased  consumption  is  attributabed  to  initiation  of  additional  times  of  milk 
service  at  the  reduced  prices  made  possible  by  the  special  school  milk  program. 

The  21  school  systems  included  in  the  study  are  as  follows: 


Allegheny  County,  Md. 
Austin,  Tex. 

Arlington,  Mass. 
Boston,  Mass. 
Burlington,  N.  C. 
Concord,  N.  H. 
Durham,  N.  C. 


Jackson,  Miss. 
Lincoln,  Nebr. 
Louisville,  Ky. 

Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
Midwest  City,  Okla. 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 


Plattsmouth,  Nebr. 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Raleigh,  N.  C. 

Springfield,  Ohio 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Knoxville,  Tenn. 
Washington  County,  Md- 
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Milk  delivered  by  producers  to  handlers  regulated  by  Federal  milk  orders,  the  fluid 
requirements  of  such  handlers  as  a  percent  of  producer  receipts,  and  the  percent  of 
producer  deliveries  in  excess  of  fluid  requirements,  by  markets,  1954  1 


Market 

Producer 

Percent  of  producer 
deliveries 

deliveries 

Fluid  re¬ 
quirements 

Excess 

Northeastern  markets: 

Million 

pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

Boston,  Mass.2 .  . . . . .  -- 

1,627 

54 

46 

Fall  River,  Mass.2  _  _  _ _ _ 

52 

109 

0 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.2... . . . . . 

155 

88 

12 

202 

81 

19 

Worcester,  Mass.2 _  _ _ _ 

120 

97 

3 

Philadelphia,  Pa.2 . ... . . . 

1,192 

77 

23 

New  York,  N.  Y _ _ _ _ _ 

7,765 

3  55 

45 

Chicago  area  markets: 

Chicago,  Ill. . .  .  . .  -- 

4,571 

55 

45 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,  Iowa . . 

125 

60 

40 

Dubuque,  Iowa. . 

42 

52 

48 

Milwaukee,  Wis _ _ 

472 

83 

17 

Quad  Cities,  Ill.-Iowa _ _ _ _ _ 

203 

58 

42 

Rockford-Freeport,  Ill  _ 

48 

82 

18 

South  Bend-LaPorte,  Ind . . . . . . 

124 

70 

30 

Lake  Erie  area  markets: 

Detroit,  Mich . . . . . . 

1,650 

71 

29 

Cleveland,  Ohio _  .  ..  _ _ _ _ _ 

916 

64 

36 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind . . . . . 

117 

59 

41 

Lima,  Ohio . . . . . . 

60 

68 

32 

Stark  County,  Ohio _  ...  . . 

146 

75 

25 

Toledo,  Ohio . . . . 

226 

89 

11 

Muskegon,  Mich  _  _ _ _ 

75 

77 

23 

Southern  Ohio  markets: 

Cincinnati,  Ohio.  _ _ _ _ 

432 

63 

37 

Columbus,  Ohio _ _ _ _ _ ... 

281 

71 

29 

Dayton-Springfield,  Ohio . . .  .  . 

309 

75 

25 

Tri-State,  Kentuckv-Ohio-West  Virginia.  _ _ 

198 

84 

16 

Minnesota-western  Iowa-South  Dakota  markets: 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn . . . . . . . 

749 

70 

30 

149 

48 

52 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council  Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa . .  .. 

295 

73 

27 

Sioux  City,  Iowa . . . . . . 

64 

77 

23 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  Dak . . . 

55 

84 

16 

Missouri-Kansas  markets: 

St.  Louis,  Mo _  _ 

570 

84 

16 

Neosho  Valiev,  Kans. -Mo  _  _  _  _  ... 

102 

68 

32 

Ozarks,  Ark.-Mo _  .  .  .  . . 

180 

55 

45 

Kansas  Citv,  Mo. -Kans _ 

413 

72 

28 

Topeka,  Kans . . . . .  ......  _ 

61 

75 

25 

Wichita,  Kans  _ _  ...  _  .  _ 

153 

71 

29 

Kentueky-Tennessee  markets: 

Louisville,  Ky _ _ 

303 

71 

29 

Knoxville,  Ky...  _ _  .  . 

109 

96 

4 

Memphis,  Tenn _ _ _ _  — . 

170 

90 

10 

Nashville,  Tenn _ 

177 

77 

23 

Paducah,  Ky  ...  _  ..  ...  ...  .  .  . . . 

35 

97 

3 

Oklahoma-Arkansas  markets: 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla _  . 

170 

80 

20 

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla _  ...  .......  ... 

201 

76 

24 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  _ 

56 

87 

13 

Texas  markets: 

North  Texas.  .  ...  _  .  .  . . 

672 

82 

18 

Central  west  Texas . . .  .  _ 

132 

103 

0 

San  Antonio,  Tex.. . . . .  .  . . . . 

147 

110 

0 

Louisiana-Mississippi  markets:  New  Orleans,  La _  ... 

281 

71 

29 

Other  markets:  Puget  Sound,  Wash _ 

765 

62 

38 

Total  or  average,  44  markets.. . . . 

27, 116 

1  63 

4  37 

1  “Fluid  requirements”  represent  handlers’  total  fluid  use,  in  and  outside  the  marketing  area,  of  milk 
and  cream  required  to  be  supplied  from  approved  sources.  For  all  markets  other  than  those  noted,  fluid 
requirements  include  whole  milk,  plain  and  fortified  skim  milk,  buttermilk,  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks, 
and  sweet  and  sour  cream  (aerated  cream,  egg  nog,  and  yogurt  are  not  included).  Sales  in  the  marketing 
area  by  partially  regulated  handlers  or  handlers  subject  to  another  Federal  order  have  been  excluded  so 
far  as  necessary  information  was  available.  Quantities  of  producer  receipts  include  production  by  producer- 
handlers  where  sales  data  for  producer-handlers  are  included. 

2  Fluid  requirements  exclude  cream. 

3  Percentage  based  on  total  sales  of  whole  milk  and  inarca  sales  of  cream.  Sales  of  skim  items  not 
available. 

4  Markets  for  which  comparable  data  were  available  for  all  months  of  1954. 

Source:  Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  AMS, 
from  reports  of  the  market  administrators. 
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Mr.  Laird.  Now  that  you  have  developed  a  base  under  which  to 
operate  this  school  milk  program  in  the  future,  do  you  anticipate 
continued  use  of  the  school  lunch  formula  in  the  school  milk  program 
or  will  you  try  to  arrive  at  a  new  formula  based  on  the  experiences  of 
the  last  2  years  in  the  milk  program? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Should  the  program  be  extended  beyond  this 
current  fiscal  year  we  would  naturally  develop  a  formula,  using  our  ex¬ 
periences  as  a  base.  But  even  then,  in  order  to  provide  for  any  sub¬ 
stantial  increases  which  we  don’t  anticipate,  we  would  tend  to  hold  in 
reserve,  say,  25  percent  in  order  to  direct  that  to  States  which  might 
step  up  the  program  beyond  what  they  have  done  this  year,  in  order 
to  protect  them. 

Mr.  Laird.  You  would  anticipate  then,  if  you  kept  a  reserve  of  20 
or  25  percent,  that  that  would  take  care  of  any  contingency  that 
might  come  up? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  should  be  adequate. 

Mr.  Laird.  Through  the  expansion  of  the  program  in  areas  that 
have  not  participated  to  the  fullest  extent  these  past  2  years? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  should  protect  it  adequately,  we  anticipate. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Of  course,  you  are  dealing  here  largely  with  the 
balance  of  this  fiscal  year? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Mr.  Andresen.  And  your  recommendation,  or  the  Department’s 
recommendation,  is  that  the  program  be  continued  for  the  balance  of 
this  year? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Mr.  Andresen.  What  is  the  Department’s  attitude  for  the  future? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  The  Department  is  reporting  favorably  on  legis¬ 
lation  providing  for  the  extension  of  the  program. 

Mr.  Andresen.  For  how  long? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Well,  the  legislation  which  has  been  proposed, 
as  I  understand  it,  is  for  2  additional  years  beyond  this  present  fiscal 
year. 

Mr.  Andresen.  That  is  definitely  in  the  making  down  in  the 
Department? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Andresen.  With  a  favorable  recommendation? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Koenig.  The  President  has  recommended  that. 

Mr.  Andresen.  At  $75  million  a  year? 

Mr.  Koenig.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Laird.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Secretary  testified  to 
that  effect  before  the  Senate  committee. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  He  did. 

Mr.  Andresen.  I  am  wondering  if  the  Department  would  have 
any  attitude  on  continuing  the  use  of  unexpended  funds  in  any  one 
fiscal  year  for  the  next  fiscal  year? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Mr.  Andresen,  that  proposition  has  never  been 
presented  to  us. 

Mr.  Andresen.  We  had  that  situation  develop. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  The  first  year  of  the  program. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Last  year. 
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Mr.  Lennartson.  That  is  correct.  Had  legislation  provided  for 
that  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  come  up  here  for  this  additional  $10 
million. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Are  you  in  position  to  express  an  opinion  on  it? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  I  don’t  think  I  am  in  position  to. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Is  it  not  fair  to  say  that  these  funds  are  not 
exactly  in  the  category  of  unexpended  funds;  that  the  funds  are 
expended  under  an  authorization  to  spend  up  to  a  certain  amount  of 
the  capital  assets  of  the  CCC? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Andresen.  They  are  authorized? 

Mr.  Abernethy.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Andresen.  It  is  just  a  question  whether  the  unexpended  funds 
should  be  continued,  to  help  in  the  program  as  it  increases,  which  it 
does. 

Mrs.  Knutson.  How  much  is  the  amount  that  is  left  in  the  un¬ 
expended  funds? 

Mr.  Abernethy.  There  we  are  getting  confused  right  now.  Actu¬ 
ally,  that  is  the  point  I  was  making.  There  are  no  unexpended  funds. 
Actually,  there  are  no  funds  appropriated;  simply  an  authorization  to 
draw  down  from  the  capital  assets  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  a  sum  of  money  not  to  exceed  $50  million,  and  they  can  keep 
drawing  down  those  funds  until  they  reach  $50  million. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Annually. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  When  they  reach  that,  that  ends  it. 

Mrs.  Knutson.  Have  we  ever  done  that? 

Mr.  Andresen.  We  started  to. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Is  there  anyone  else? 

Mr.  Johnson.  One  question  I  might  ask  Mr.  Garber.  Are  you 
sure  that  $75  million  will  be  enough  if  the  program  keeps  going  the 
way  it  is  in  the  future  years? 

Mr.  Garber.  That  is  hard  to  tell,  of  course,  but  I  believe  that  it 
will  amply  take  care  of  the  program  for  the  next  2  years. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  That  is  putting  us  into  an  entirely  different 
subject;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Lennartson.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Here  we  are  dealing  with  an  emergency  in  the 
particular  school  year. 

Mr.  Lennartson.  The  emergency  is  now. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  When  you  were  here  before,  Air.  Lennartson, 
you  left  an  amendment,  a  proposed  amendment.  Have  you  looked 
at  H.  R.  8320? 

Air.  Lennartson.  We  have,  sir. 

Air.  Abernethy.  I  believe  it  is  in  the  form  of  the  amendment. 

Air.  Koenig.  The  Department  has  already  reported  favorably  on 
that  amendment. 

Air.  Abernethy.  You  made  a  written  report  on  that? 

Air.  Koenig.  Yes,  sir;  to  the  committee. 

Air.  Abernethy.  You  do  not  have  any  recommendation  to  make  to 
change  that  language? 

Air.  Lennartson.  No. 
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Mr.  Abernethy.  The  language  that  you  brought  here  week  before 
last — — 

Mr.  Lennartson.  Was  adequate. 

Air.  Abernethy.  You  are  satisfied  with  that? 

Air.  Lennartson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Do  you  have  any  further  comment,  any  of  you 
gentlemen? 

Air.  Lennartson.  We  have  no  further  comment. 

Air.  Abernethy.  Is  there  anything  further? 

Thank  you  gentlemen. 

Now  we  will  hear  from  these  other  gentlemen.  You  may  proceed. 

STATEMENT  OF  M.  R.  CLARKSON,  DEPUTY  ADMINISTRATOR, 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  SERVICE,  ACCOMPANIED  BY  R.  J. 

ANDERSON,  CHIEF,  ANIMAL  DISEASE  ERADICATION  BRANCH, 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Mr.  Clarkson.  When  we  were  here  the  other  day,  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  Department  had  not  taken  a  position  as  to  an  increase  in  the 
authorization  for  brucellosis  eradication  for  this  year. 

It  had  determined  to  recommend  a  continuation  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  an  additional  2  years,  but  had  not  come  to  a  conclusion  as  to 
the  amount. 

Since  that  time,  in  reporting  on  H.  R.  8320 — I  believe  that  is  the 
report  that  has  just  been  circulated — the  Secretary  has  recommended 
the  increase  of  the  current  year’s  authorization  by  an  amount  of  $2 
million,  and  although  that  question  was  not  before  it  in  the  current 
report,  it  has  arrived  at  that  conclusion  on  the  basis  of  a  $20  million 
figure  for  each  of  the  continuing  2  years. 

In  part  that  is  based  on  the  fact  that  this  is  an  acceleration  of  a 
cooperative  program  with  the  States.  With  the  increase  in  Federal 
money  through  this  authorization  a  year  and  a  half  ago,  there  has  been 
a  very  decided  increase  also  in  State  funds  made  available  to  the  extent 
of  $4^  million  a  year. 

We  anticipate  further  increases  in  the  availability  of  State  funds  as 
this  program  is  meeting  with  general  approval  and  enthusiasm  in  the 
State  departments  of  agriculture  and  State  sanitary  boards  with  whom 
we  cooperate. 

Air.  Abernethy.  Your  Department  was  authorized  to  draw  up  to 
$15  million? 

Air.  Clarkson.  Yes,  sir. 

Air.  Abernethy.  From  the  capital  assets  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

What  methods  were  used  or  what  formula  was  used  in  distributing 
the  money  to  the  States,  and  what  money  did  the  States  put  up, 
ratio  wise? 

Air.  Clarkson.  Prior  to  the  authorization  the  States  had  put  up 
slightly  over  $10  million  in  the  aggregate,  and  the  Department  had 
put  up  in  appropriated  funds,  $3,774,000. 

With  the  additional  $15  million  made  available  under  this  authoriza¬ 
tion  and  with  the  appropriated  funds  being  at  the  level  of  $3,962,000, 
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that  makes  $18,962,000  of  Federal  funds  going  into  this  program  this 
year. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Well  now,  did  the  States  increase  their  appropria¬ 
tions  when  the  Federal  Government  increased  its  expenditures? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Yes,  sir.  They  increased  them  to  $15,500,000 
from  the  year  before,  which  was  $11,200,000,  a  little  under  $4% 
million  of  aggregate  increase  on  the  part  of  the  States.  And  we 
anticipate  that  some  will  increase  their  support  this  year  and  others 
will  increase  it  additionally  next  year. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Tell  us  about  the  need  for  the  additional  Federal 
funds.  That  is  what  we  are  here  for. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Can  we  get  those  States  in  the  record? 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Yes. 

Mr.  Andresen.  At  this  point,  Mr.  Chairman,  will  you  put  into  the 
record  the  amount  of  money  appropriated  by  various  States  for  this 
program,  and  the  amount  of  increase  in  their  State  appropriation? 

Air.  Abernethy.  For  this  fiscal  year?  Is  that  what  you  want? 

Mr.  Andresen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Do  you  have  that  table  before  you? 

Air.  Clarkson.  I  have  their  funds  for  the  year  1955  and  their  esti¬ 
mated  funds  for  1956.  I  don’t  have  the  amount  of  increase  broken 
out. 

Air.  Abernethy.  I  imagine  that  is  part  of  your  file.  But  you  will 
supply  the  clerk  of  the  committee  with  what  Air.  Andresen  has 
requested? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  correct,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Which  will  be  incorporated.  We  would  like  to 
have  it  as  soon  as  possible. 

Air.  Clarkson.  We  will  have  it  up  this  afternoon. 

(The  information  requested  is  as  follows:) 
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A  comparison  of  funds  made  available  by  State  agencies  for  the  brucellosis  eradication 
program  in  fiscal  years  1955  and  1956 


Alabama _ 

Arizona,-. . - 

Arkansas _ 

California _ 

Colorado _ 

Connecticut _ 

Delaware _ 

Florida _ 

Georgia . . 

Idaho.-- . . 

Illinois _ 

Indiana _ 

Iowa _ 

Kansas _ 

Kentucky _ 

Louisiana _ 

Maine _ 

Maryland _ 

Massachusetts. . 

Michigan _ 

Minnesota _ 

Mississippi _ 

Missouri _ 

Montana . . 

Nebraska _ 

Nevada . 

New  Hampshire 

New  Jersey _ 

New  Mexico _ 

New  York _ 

North  Carolina- 
North  Dakota.. . 

Ohio . 

Oklahoma _ 

Oregon - 

Pennsylvania.  _. 
Rhode  Island.  _ . 
South  Carolina.. 
South  Dakota... 

Tennessee . . . 

Texas. . . 

Utah _ 

Vermont _ 

Virginia.. . . 

Washington _ 

West  Virginia... 

Wisconsin _ 

Wyoming _ 

Puerto  Rico _ 

Total _ 


State  funds 
available  1955 

Increase 
over  1955 

Decrease 
over  1955 

State  funds 
available  1956 

$90, 000 

$90  000 

33, 000 

$10, 370 

43, 370 

50, 000 

10, 000 

60, 000 

481,475 

481,  475 

21,  200 

2,360 

23, 560 

108,  000 

$12,  100 

95, 900 

120,  000 

35, 000 

85, 000 

117,880 

148,411 

266,  291 

169,  000 

35,  300 

204,  300 

66,  500 

35,  000 

101,  500 

600,  000 

230,  034 

830,  034 

571,  948 

174,888 

746,  836 

461,  785 

93,  215 

555, 000 

44,  029 

3,  932 

40,  097 

80,  000 

48,  000 

128,  000 

258,  355 

1,  237,  829 

1,  496, 184 

109,  627 

109  627 

130,  003 

100,  026 

230,  029 

32, 000 

18,  000 

50,  000 

178, 000 

142,  536 

320,  536 

968,  500 

205,  800 

762,  700 

77,  000 

8,800 

85,  800 

113,768 

599, 082 

712,  850 

250, 000 

250, 000 

175,  000 

473, 000 

648, 000 

25,  550 

9,  650 

35,  200 

92,  500 

92.  500 

178,  765 

136,  780 

315, 545 

17,800 

3,  200 

21,000 

1,  026,  099 

156,  401 

1, 182,  500 

92,  500 

8,200 

84,  300 

213,  069 

86,  631 

299,  700 

230,  604 

29,  396 

260,  000 

75,  000 

75,  000 

192,  880 

192,  880 

1,  265,  000 

53,  500 

1,  318.  500 

20,  800 

2,200 

23. 000 

77,  437 

38,  063 

115,500 

97,  473 

27,  527 

125,  000 

173,  500 

74,  500 

248,  000 

54,  414 

414 

54.  000 

20,  000 

75,  000 

95,  000 

95,  000 

2,  400 

97,  400 

259,  200 

33,  374 

225,  826 

224, 000 

264, 161 

488, 161 

70,  250 

19,  750 

90,  000 

1,  266,  770 

472,  537 

1,  739,  307 

10, 000 

4,880 

14,  880 

148, 050 

16,  761 

164,  811 

11, 233,  731 

4, 840, 188 

298, 820 

15,  775, 099 
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Mr.  Clarkson.  You  asked  about  the  program. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  The  necessity  for  additional  Federal  funds. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  During  this  year  we  have  allocated  our  funds  on 
the  basis  of  experience.  The  program  in  a  smaller  way  has  been  going 
on  for  some  years. 

Many  of  the  States  were  in  position  immediately  to  increase  their 
work  and  did  increase  it  very  markedly  last  year.  The  bulk  of  the 
Federal  funds  have  gone  into  those  States  where  the  greatest  use  could 
be  made  of  them. 

Other  States  were  not  in  as  favorable  a  position  and  got  started  more 
slowly.  Federal  funds  were  put  into  those  States  at  a  considerably 
lower  rate. 

The  need,  though,  has  been  increasing  in  those  States  as  their  work 
has  increased.  We  have  19  States  in  which  the  program  will  have  to 
be  slowed  down  by  February,  if  there  is  not  additional  support  from 
either  State  or  Federal  sources. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Now,  will  you  please  put  into  the  record  the  19 
States  where  they  will  run  out  of  funds  by  February  1? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Yes,  sir,  I  have  that  list  here.  They  will  not  be  out 
of  funds  but  will  be  running  short  of  funds  and  have  to  slow  down  their 
work. 

(The  information  is  as  follows:) 


List  of  States  with  inadequate  financing  for  continuance  of  the  brucellosis 
eradication  program  at  current  levels  after  February  1956: 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

Florida 

Georgia 

Iowa 

Kansas 


Louisiana 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

New  Jersey 

North  Carolina 


North  Dakota 

Oklahoma 

Tennessee 

Vermont 

Wyoming 


States  in  which  there  is  possibility  of  additional  State  funds  through  legislative 
or  administrative  action  in  the  next  few  months: 

South  Dakota  Maryland  Georgia 

Michigan  Nevada  Kentucky 

Vermont  Virginia  Massachusetts 

Mr.  Clarkson.  One  of  the  reasons  for  that  slowdown,  although 
Federal  funds  are  apportioned  on  a  quarterly  basis,  so  that  the  amount 
will  run  throughout  the  year  and  we  will  not  create  a  deficit,  the 
States  are  not  under  that  same  compulsion,  and  they  have  in  many 
instances  spent  their  money  at  a  rate  faster  than  that  which  would  be 
apportioned  throughout  the  year. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Was  any  action  taken  down  in  Louisiana  by  the 
livestock  sanitary  officials  urging  an  increase  in  funds? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  The  United  States  Livestock  Sanitary  Association 
in  its  annual  meeting  last  year  recommended  a  continuation  and  a 
substantial  increase  in  the  support  for  this  program,  both  on  the  part 
of  the  States  and  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Just  prior  to  that  the  Association  of  Commissioners,  Secretaries, 
and  Directors  of  Agriculture,  recommended  the  same  substantial 
increase,  stating  the  amounts  that  they  thought  were  necessary. 

We  find  with  the  additional  work  that  is  being  done  under  these 
State  and  Federal  funds  that  a  great  deal  is  being  accomplished  by 
way  of  eradicating  the  disease.  One  of  the  guides  that  we  use  in 


SCHOOL  MILK  AND  BRUCELLOSIS  ERADICATION  PROGRAMS  15 


stating  that  is  this:  Prior  to  the  increase  in  funds  something  less  than 
50  percent  of  the  reactor  cattle  that  were  found  were  being  promptly 
removed  from  the  herds  and  sent  to  slaughter. 

Now  we  find  that  over  90  percent  of  the  reactors  are  being  promptly 
removed  upon  the  payment  of  a  reasonable  indemnity  from  the  State 
and  the  Federal  Government. 

I  should  say  that  even  with  the  payments  of  those  indemnities  the 
farmer  must  sustain  at  least  one-third  of  the  loss  in  sending  his  animal 
to  market. 

Mr.  Andresen.  How  many  cattle  have  been  removed  as  a  result 
of  this  program  in  the  last  2  years? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  During  the  fiscal  year  1955,  239,626  reactor 
cattle  were  removed  from  the  farms. 

During  this  year  we  anticipate  that  that  number  will  increase  to 
390,000,  total  removals  of  reactor  cattle. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Are  all  of  those  milk  cows? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  No,  sir;  the  bulk  of  them  are.  I  do  not  have 
them  broken  down  as  to  the  number  that  are  milk  cows  but  the  bulk 
of  these  reactors  are  in  dairy  herds. 

I  should  say  that  the  American  National  Livestock  Association 
in  its  meeting  earlier  this  month  has  gone  on  record  as  supporting 
the  goal  of  eradication  of  brucellosis  throughout  the  United  States 
and  have  set  for  themselves  and  their  members  1960  as  the  desirable 
date  to  achieve  that  goal. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Is  it  not  true  that  while  this  extra  money  we  are 
asking  for  may  go  to  certain  States  that  are  more  advanced  with  the 
program,  as  the  years  go  on,  those  States  that  are  needing  the  great 
amount  of  money  now  will  probably  be  those  to  receive  the  least 
money  later  on. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  We  anticipate  that. 

Mr.  Johnson.  After  the  State  is  once  cleaned  up  that  will  be 
correct? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  There  will  be  a  maintenance  program  for  a  period 
of  years. 

Mr.  Johnson.  But  it  will  be  very  small,  compared  to  what  is 
being  used  now? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  correct.  Then  the  substantial  funds  will 
be  put  in  other  States. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Which  are  slower  coming  on  with  the  program. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  correct.  We  are  constantly  making 
adjustments  of  that  kind.  This  month  we  are  able  to  readjust  about 
$300,000  of  our  funds  from  one  State  to  another. 

Mr.  Laird.  I  wonder  if  with  this  $2  million  that  it  is  recom¬ 
mended  to  be  authorized — the  expenditure  from  the  CCC  funds  in 
that  amount — will  it  be  necessary  to  withdraw  any  more  funds  from 
the  State  of  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  I  don’t  believe  so,  sir.  We  will  make  another 
review  at  the  end  of  this  quarter. 

Mr.  Laird.  Some  funds  have  been  withdrawn  from  our  State. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  correct.  That  was  on  the  basis  of  use 
during  the  apportionment  period  and  a  balancing  of  needs.  I  doubt 
that  we  will  have  to  do  any  more  of  that. 

We  have  taken  some  from  Wisconsin,  some  from  Minnesota— those 
are  two  of  the  States  in  which  we  are  making  large  expenditures.  If 
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it  develops  that  it  is  not  needed — if  the  program  near  the  end  of  the 
year  comes  to  the  point  that  it  is  not  needed,  it  will  be  taken  and  used 
somewhere  else. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  I  noticed  in  the  Secretary’s  report  that  he  has 
suggested  some  amendments.  Do  you  care  to  address  yourself  to 
those  amendments  or  just  let  them  speak  for  themselves? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Yes,  sir.  There  are  three. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  That  language  was  prepared  by  the  committee 
counsel,  incidentally. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  the  first  one  which  suggests  the 
deletion  of  the  words  “of  agriculture”  following  “Secretary”  is 
editorial. 

The  second  amendment  is  to  substitute  the  figure  of  17  million  in 
place  of  20  million. 

The  third  amendment  is  to  strike  the  words  “funds  appropriated 
to  the  Department  of  Agriculture”  and  to  place  in  their  stead,  the 
words,  “Appropriation  item  ‘Plant  and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Con¬ 
trol’  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act.” 

Mr.  Abernethy.  What  is  the  difference? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  It  was  the  thought  of  our  General  Counsel  that 
this  would  leave  no  doubt  as  to  the  fund  to  which  this  money  is  to 
go,  that  is  the  fund  under  which  we  carry  out  our  brucellosis-eradica¬ 
tion  program. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  All  right,  sir. 

Mr.  Polk.  May  I  ask  a  question? 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Mr.  Polk. 

Mr.  Polk.  A  few  days  ago  I  received  a  letter  from  the  secretary  of 
agriculture  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Sorenson,  urging  that  we  authorize  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  not  $20  million  or  $17  million  but  $30  million  for  this  pro¬ 
gram  during  the  next  2  years.  I  notice  at  the  bottom  of  page  2  of 
Mr.  Morse’s  letter,  some  figures  with  reference  to  the  reactors  found 
and  the  reactors  slaughtered  and  the  reactors  indemnified,  for  the 
years  1954,  1955,  and  1956,  and  at  a  percent  from  these  figures  that 
haven’t  been  able  to  indemnify  all  of  the  reactors  slaughtered  in  any 
of  these  years. 

Do  we  not  need  more  money  than  Mr.  Morse  has  recommended? 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  can  only  indemnify  in  1956,  340,000  of  the 
390,000  reactors  that  were  slaughtered,  and  there  were  400,000 
reactors  found,  it  looks  like  this  is  a  great  deficit  there  in  our  financing. 

In  going  back  to  1955,  it  was  even  worse.  We  had  259,626  reactors 
slaughtered,  but  we  only  indemnified  221,578. 

I  would  like  to  have  you  comment  on  that,  Doctor. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  In  fiscal  year  1954,  which  is  the  first  column, 
there  was  not  sufficient  money  to  indemnify  all  the  reactors. 

And  that  carried  over  through  the  first  3  months  of  1955.  So  that 
would  account  for  some  of  the  difference  in  1955. 

Then  for  the  remainder  of  1955  and  for  1956,  our  position  on  the 
indemnification  for  reactors  en  route  to  slaughter  is  this: 

We  offer  to  the  States  to  pay  the  same  rate  of  indemnification  in 
each  of  the  States.  In  some  of  the  States  they  prefer  not  to  have 
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indemnities  paid  for  varying  reasons.  With  some  it  is  a  conviction 
that  they  should  get  the  reactors  moved  without  indemnity  payments. 
To  some  extent  it  is  the  feeling  that  this  money  may  be  available  this 
year  but  may  not  be  available  in  continuing  years  and  they  do  not 
want  to  get  a  practice  started  that  would  then  have  to  be  dropped 
later  on. 

So  there  are  seven  of  the  States  that  have  asked  us  not  to  pay  any 
indemnities  and  so  we  do  not  pay  indemnities  to  those  States. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Will  you  yield? 

Mr.  Polk.  Yes. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Is  there  any  authority  in  the  law  which  permits 
a  State  to  dictate  what  the  Department  of  Agriculture  shall  do? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  No,  sir.  Our  basic  authority  is  one  of  cooperation 
with  the  States  in  a  program  of  brucellosis  eradication. 

Mr.  Andresen.  That  is  under  the  regular  appropriation? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Andresen.  But  here  we  have  15  million  for  a  specific  purpose. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Andresen.  And  it  is  a  part  of  the  stabilization  program? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Andresen.  If  they  do  not  use  the  money  or  do  not  go  into 
the  program  under  this  special  fund  which  seeks  to  give  a  double 
indemnity  for  reactor  cattle,  why  I  do  not  think  that  the  Department 
can  stop  the  program. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Well,  the  Department  has  these  alternatives:  If 
the  State  should,  as  suggested,  decide  not  to  go  into  the  program  at 
all  it  can  say  so.  There  is  no  way  in  which  the  Department  can  say, 
“We  will  have  a  program  regardless  of  whether  the  State  wishes  to 
have  one.” 

Now  then,  no  State  has  said  that. 

But  then  in  evaluating  the  effects  upon  the  State,  and  the  long- 
range  uses  of  their  own  funds  and  their  objectives  in  achieving  disease 
eradication  there  have  been  these  seven  who  have  asked  us  not  to 
pay  indemnities  in  their  State  and  we  considered  it  poor  policy  to 
attempt  to  force  the  payment  of  indemnities  in  the  States  if  the 
State  officials  who  are  charged  with  the  authority  and  responsibility 
in  their  State  did  not  desire  it. 

Mr.  Andresen.  If  you  are  following  that  practice,  why  you  are 
going  contrary  to  the  intent  of  the  law. 

Mr.  Laird.  I  do  not  see  how  you  can  force  a  State  to  embark  upon 
an  indemnity  payment  program. 

Mr.  Andresen.  This  program  does  not  force  anybody  to  do  any¬ 
thing.  It  simply  says  this — and  the  intent  of  it  was  this — that  when 
a  farmer  had  cattle  infected  with  brucellosis  that  he  should  receive 
a  double  indemnity.  That  was  the  intent  here  when  we  put  it 
through.  I  think  it  was  written  into  the  report. 

Mr.  Laird.  Most  of  the  money  has  not  been  used  to  pay  indem¬ 
nities,  Mr.  Andresen. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Actually,  I  think  the  intent  has  been  carried  out, 
Mr.  Andresen. 
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Prior  to  that  time  we  had  a  limit  of  $9  and  $18.  That  is,  $9  for 
grades  and  $18  for  pure  breds,  and  we  had  only  a  small  amount  of 
money  to  pay  even  that. 

So  that  our  record  shows  that  there  were  only  about  half  of  the 
States  in  which  we  were  paying  any  indemnity  at  all. 

Now  with  the  change  we  raised  the  limits  to  $25  for  grades  and 
$50  for  pure  breds,  and  have  offered  to  pay  it  in  all  States. 

And  then,  as  I  say,  there  are  these  7  who  do  not  want  it  paid  in 
their  States,  but  even  so  we  are  paying  out  $5,500,000  of  indemnities 
this  year  and  the  States  are  paying  out  $4,300,000  in  indemnities 
making  a  total  of  $9.8  million  that  is  going  for  indemnities  currently 
under  this  program. 

Mr.  Polk.  1  was  going  to  ask  if  we  may  assume  from  these  figures 
that  in  1956,  there  were  50,000  head  of  cattle  that  were  slaughtered 
where  the  farmers  received  no  indemnity  whatever.  I  am  concerned 
in  endeavoring  to  protect  the  interest  of  the  dairy  farmers  who  suffer 
a  tremendous  loss  from  the  slaughter  of  brucellosis  cattle.  Some¬ 
times  they  are  pure  bred  animals  and  very  valuable.  I  am  wonder¬ 
ing  if  my  assumption  is  correct  that  in  1956  there  were  50,000  head 
for  which  no  indemnity  from  any  source  was  paid.  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Johnson.  This  is  the  present  year  we  are  in.  That  is  an 
estimate. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Is  that  without  the  extra  money  that  we  are  talking 
about  giving? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Yes;  this  is  without  the  extra  money,  that  is 
correct.  This  was  on  the  balance  of  what  would  be  paid  for  them. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Can  you  answer  Mr.  Polk’s  question? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  correct.  This  estimate  is  that  there  would 
be  50,000  for  which  no  indemnities  would  be  paid. 

Mr.  Polk.  How  does  Mr.  Morse  justify  his  request  that  we  reduce 
this  from  $20  million  and  as  stated  in  the  bill  down  to  $17  million 
under  a  situation  like  this?  That  is  what  I  cannot  understand. 

M  r.  Clarkson.  Well,  it  is  anticipated  that  in  these  7  States  there 
would  still  be  no  payments  of  indemnities. 

Mr.  Laird.  This  would  not  make  any  difference  in  the  amounts 
that  were  paid.  You  estimate  that  there  will  be  390,000  reactors 
slaughtered. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Laird.  Regardless  of  the  amount  of  money  that  you  have,  you 
would  not  pay  indemnity  on  more  than  340,000;  is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  our  estimate;  yes. 

Mr.  Laird.  For  one  thing,  you  are  always  going  to  have  people  even 
in  the  States  that  have  Federal  indemnity  payments  and  State  indem¬ 
nity  payments — you  are  always  going  to  have  a  certain  number  that 
do  not  qualify  for  the  indemnity  payment  under  those  particular 
provisions  in  that  State. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  a  factor.  And  in  fact,  there  are  some  beef- 
type  animals  here  on  which  the  return  from  slaughter  is  essentially 
the  same  as  the  real  value  of  the  animal.  I  had  not  anticipated  that 
that  amounted  to  a  great  number  out  of  this  difference. 
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Mr.  Laird.  But  you  have  beef  cattle  in  there  in  the  50,000  figure. 
1  would  imagine  that  the  greater  percentage  of  that  50,000  is  in  beef; 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Let  me  interrupt.  I  did  not  know  any  of  this 
money  was  to  be  used  in  promoting  elimination  of  brucellosis  among 
beef  cattle.  I  thought  it  was  to  eliminate  brucellosis  among  dairy 
cattle  for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  surplus  milk.  Is  that  not  right? 

Mr.  Andresen.  Of  course,  indirectly  that  is  true. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  That  was  the  theory  on  which  this  item  was  put 
in  there,  that  it  would  reduce  the  cow  population,  the  dairy-cow 
population,  and  thereby  reduce  surplus  milk  production. 

Is  that  right?  I  would  like  to  know. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Let  me  answer  that.  We  discussed  that  at  the 
time  we  had  it  up  here. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  It  is  all  right. 

Mr.  Andresen.  It  was  felt  at  that  time  we  ought  to  take  in  all 
cattle. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  All  right.  That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  Johnson.  If  you  are  going  to  clean  up  a  State  you  would  have 
to  take  the  beef  cattle  as  well  as  the  dairy  cattle. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  I  realize  that. 

Now,  Mr.  Polk,  would  you  want  to  take  over  again.  We  have 
taken  it  away  from  you  several  times. 

Mr.  Polk.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  concerned  about  this. 
I  am  interested  in  helping  to  balance  the  budget,  but  I  do  not  like  to 
see  our  dairy  farmers  or  our  beef-cattle  farmers  lose  money  on  their 
condemned  cattle  at  a  time  when  apparently  there  is  money  to  send  to 
foreign  countries  and  all  over  the  world  for  various  purposes. 

I  feel  that  we  should  authorize  an  appropriation  here  of  sufficient 
money  so  that  we  will  have  funds  to  indemnify  all  of  the  cattle  that 
can  be  indemnified. 

I  realize  that  in  seven  States  it  may  be  impossible  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  do  anything,  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  secretary  of 
agriculture  in  Ohio — and  I  understand  that  the  secretaries  of  agri¬ 
culture  throughout  the  country  are  sending  requests  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  for  as  much  as  $30  million  for  the  next  2  years — so  in  view  of 
that  situation  they  are  the  men  who  know  what  is  happening  in  the 
various  States — they  know  more  about  it  than  we  do — and  I  am 
inclined  to  follow  the  thinking  of  the  secretaries  of  agriculture  in  the 
various  States — and  when  they  ask  for  $30  million,  I  certainly  do  not 
like  to  support  a  cut  from  $20  million  down  to  $17  million. 

That  is  all,  Mr.  Chairman.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Mr.  Watts. 

Mr.  Watts.  What  percent  of  the  50,000  cattle  that  were  slaugh¬ 
tered  and  not  paid  for  came  from  the  seven  States? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  I  would  have  to  break  that  out.  I  do  not  have  it. 

Mr.  Watts.  Would  it  be  a  sizable  part  of  it? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  My  understanding  is  that  it  is.  But  I  would  have 
to  break  that  out. 
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(The  information  requested  is  as  follows:) 

Of  the  50,000  reactor  animals  expected  to  be  slaughtered  without  indemnity 
during  fiscal  year  1956  it  is  estimated  that  23,000  will  be  slaughtered  in  the  7 
States  in  which  indemnity  is  not  being  paid. 

Mr.  Watts.  A  good  many  farmers  have  approached  me  while  I 
was  home,  and  said  that  only  those  people  who  bad  previously  signed 
up  in  the  brucellosis  program  could  get  in. 

Is  that  due  to  the  shortage  of  funds  on  the  national  level  or  is  it 
due  to  the  attitude  of  the  State  of  Kentucky? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  I  assume  that  the  statement  was  made  on  this 
basis,  that  they  have  arranged  for  work  in  so  many  areas  in  Kentucky, 
based  on  the  funds  that  are  currently  available,  and  are  not  able  at 
this  time  under  the  funds  available  from  either  Federal  or  State 
sources  to  take  on  additional  areas  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Watts.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  question  of  areas,  because  I  live 
on  the  farm  and  I  am  signed  up  and  I  get  the  service.  My  neighbor 
whose  farm  is  over  the  fence,  is  one  of  the  farmers  who  complained  to 
me,  he  was  unable  to  get  the  service,  because  he  had  not  previously 
signed  up. 

Now  Kentucky  is  1  of  the  7  States,  is  it  not,  that  does  not  get  it? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  No,  we  are  paying  indemnities  in  Kentucky. 

Mr.  Watts.  You  are? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Watts.  Is  Kentucky’s  fund  in  such  shape — - — - 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Kentucky  is  not  paying  indemnities  itself. 

Mr.  Watts.  Are  Kentucky’s  -funds  in  such  shape,  or  do  you  know 
wdiether  new  farmers  who  desire  to  join  the  program  can  not  get  in? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Kentucky  is  1  of  the  19  States  that  I  mentioned 
a  while  ago  in  which  the  activities  in  the  program  will  be  curtailed  in 
a  month  or  so. 

Mr.  Watts.  It  must  be  already  curtailed  if  farmers  can’t  get  into 
the  program  at  the  present  time.  This  particular  farmer  I  wras 
talking  about  wanted  vaccination  of  his  calves. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  I  assume  they  are  anticipating  not  being  able  to 
finance  it. 

Mr.  Watts.  Will  that  extra  $2  million  alleviate  that  situation? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  I  think  it  will. 

Mr.  Andresen.  Will  you  yield? 

Mr.  Watts.  Yes. 

Mr.  Andresen.  You  referred  to  vaccination  of  calves.  That  is  a 
preventative,  as  I  understand  it — I  am  not  a  veterinarian — but  that 
is  a  preventative  to  stop  them  from  getting  brucellosis. 

Mr.  Johnson.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Andresen.  And  I  am  rather  afraid  that  this  program,  at  least 
what  I  had  in  mind,  was  to  take  cattle  that  were  infected  wTith  brucel¬ 
losis,  rather  than  that. 

Mr.  Watts.  Both  are  kind  of  tied  in  together  in  the  same  brucellosis 
program;  are  they  not? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  correct.  For  the  same  reason  that  beef 
cattle  are  contained  in  the  program.  The  other  phases  of  brucellosis 
eradication  which  include  preventative  measures,  cleanup,  and  restric- 
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tion  on  movement  of  diseased  or  suspected  cattle,  are  all  contained 
together  in  this  one  program. 

The  act  provided  for  an  acceleration  of  the  brucellosis  eradication 
program,  emphasizing  indemnification. 

The  activity  under  this  act  is  merged  with  the  activity  that  is 
financed  under  the  annual  appropriations  and  under  the  money  which 
I  mentioned  as  being  now  at  the  level  of  $15  million  from  all  of  the 
States.  So  that  it  all  is  carried  out  together  as  a  coordinated  program. 
Otherwise,  we  would  fear  that  the  good  that  would  be  gained  by  test 
and  slaughter  might  be  lost  by  not  coordinating  it  with  other  phases 
of  the  program. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Mr.  Johnson. 

Mr.  Johnson.  The  $20  million  that  is  in  Mr.  Abemethy’s  bill,  the 
Secretary  has  recommended  be  cut  down  to  $17  million;  is  that  not 
correct? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Can  you  see  where  we  are  doing  any  harm  to  allow 
the  thing  to  go  through  as  is  with  $20  million?  If  you  do  not  need 
the  money  you  would  not  use  it,  would  you? 

Air.  Clarkson.  If  we  don’t  need  it  we  won’t  spend  it. 

Mr.  Johnson.  You  will  be  sure  to  have  enough  if  we  make  it  $20 
million? 

Air.  Clarkson.  That  certainly  would  be  adequate. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Would  the  Department  feel  that  it  had  been 
directed  to  use  the  full  $20  million  if  the  committee  saw  fit  to  leave  it 
in  there,  without  specific  directions  in  the  report  from  the  committee, 
or  would  it  feel  that  it  would  have  a  right  to  exercise  its  sound  judg¬ 
ment,  using  such  funds  as  they  thought  would  be  appropriate  in  the 
promotion  of  a  reasonable  program. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  I  think  the  Department  would  feel  that  this  was 
some  measure  of  compulsion  upon  it. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  A  direction? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Yes,  sir.  This  entire  program,  again  I  would  say, 
is  cooperative.  We  try  to  keep  it  on  balance.  Although  there  is  no 
formula  of  expenditures,  we  spend  the  money  where  we  think  it  will 
do  the  most  good,  but  a  part  of  our  concern  is  to  encourage  the 
States  in  every  way  possible  to  also  increase  their  participation,  and 
that  factor  was  one  of  the  considerations,  in  arriving  at  the  $2  million 
figure. 

Mr.  Johnson.  On  further  question  I  want  to  ask.  You  stated 
a  while  back  that  some  of  the  money — I  imagine  one  of  the  other 
quarters — had  been  taken  away  from  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota 
because  they  were  not  using  it  at  that  time. 

Say  that  the  program  goes  on,  they  are  going  to  need  more  money 
than  you  have  allotted  to  them  for  another  quarter.  If  we  cut  this 
down  to  $17  million,  is  there  not  a  chance  that  they  would  not  get 
the  amount  they  need  for  the  total  year? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Well,  if  the  States  do  not  put  any  more  money 
into  this  program— I  am  not  talking  about  individual  States,  I  am 
talking  about  the  aggregate  which  we  certainly  must  look  at — then 
I  can  see  how  we  will  have  demands  that  will  go  beyond  our  ability 
to  finance  them. 
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Mr.  Abernethy.  But  there  are  States  that  have  expressed  an 
interest  in  this  thing — I  mean  there  are  States  who  have  indicated 
that  they  will  put  more  money  in  it;  are  there  not? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Those  are  in  the  position  of  estimates,  of  con¬ 
siderations  with  their  legislatures  and  those  are  things  I  cannot 
anticipate.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  will  or  not. 

But  the  interest  is  there,  the  enthusiasm  is  there,  and  they  are 
going  through  their  processes  with  their  legislatures,  where  they  are 
meeting  this  year,  and  that  is  all  a  matter  of  uncertainty. 

Our  position  is  one  of  urging  in  every  way  we  can  for  them  to 
increase  their  support  to  the  greatest  amount  possible. 

Mr.  Johnson.  If  I  understood  you  rightly,  in  those  cases  where 
you  took  money  away  from  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota  it  was  not 
because  they  had  not  appropriated  enough  but  because  they  had  not 
used  enough  in  that  quarter. 

Under  a  slaughter  program  you  might  get  a  heavy  slaughter  in 
one  quarter,  where  you  might  not  in  another  quarter;  is  that  not  right? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Johnson.  What  I  am  wondering  is  by  taking  it  away  and 
taking  it  back,  if  you  are  going  to  give  it  to  them  if  they  need  it  in 
a  future  quarter? 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Well,  we  review  the  program  at  the  end  of  each 
quarter  and  we  make  such  adjustments  as  we  can.  And  if  it  were 
vitally  needed  in  Wisconsin  again,  and  we  were  able  to  take  it  from 
somewhere  else  we  would  use  it. 

Frankly,  I  do  not  anticipate  that  in  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Johnson.  As  I  understand  the  program  in  Wisconsin,  they  are 
going  quite  a  ways  this  year  in  cleaning  up  the  State.  If  we  are  going 
to  need  the  money  any  year  we  will  need  it  this  year.  Maybe  next 
year  the  money  will  be  going  to  Mississippi  or  some  other  State.  I 
am  not  against  that. 

I  am  afraid  by  cutting  it  down  below  $20  million  that  Wisconsin  and 
Minnesota  and  some  of  these  other  States  may  suffer  from  it,  because 
when  they  are  in  the  program  they  have  to  go  tlu’ough  with  it.  If 
they  do  not  get  it  this  year  they  will  never  get  it. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Wisconsin  is  one  of  those  that  anticipates  being 
far  over  the  hump  by  the  end  of  this  fiscal  year.  We  anticipate  that 
our  expenditures  there  will  be  considerably  lessened  next  year  to  the 
benefit  of  expenditures  in  other  States. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Is  there  anything  further,  gentlemen? 

Thank  you,  Dr.  Clarkson. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  We  will  furnish  the  information  for  the  record. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Clarkson.  Thank  you  very  much  for  the  opportunity  to 
appear  before  you. 

Air.  Abernethy.  We  appreciate  very  much  your  testimony. 

(The  Department  report  dated  January  19,  1956,  and  H.  R.  8320, 
H.  R.  8340,  and  II.  R.  8373,  are  as  follows:) 

January  19,  1956. 

Hon.  Harold  D.  Cooley, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Agriculture , 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Congressman  Cooley:  This  is  in  reply  to  Mr.  Heimburger’s  telephone 
request  of  January  13,  1956,  for  a  report  on  H.  R.  8320,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  special 
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school  milk  program  and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1956. 

Section  1  of  the  bill  amends  section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1919, 
as  amended,  to  increase  the  maximum  authorized  use  of  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  funds  for  the  special  school  milk  program  from  $50  million  to  $60 
million  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956. 

The  Department  favors  this  provision  in  order  to  insure  that  the  special  school 
milk  program  will  continue  intact  during  the  remainder  of  the  present  school  year. 

Current  estimates  indicate  that  total  program  expenditures  this  year,  assuming 
no  limitation  on  funds,  may  not  be  much  in  excess  of  $50  million.  However,  we 
face  a  situation  where  12  States  are  already  seriously  short  of  funds  in  relationship 
to  their  allotment,  an  additional  7  States  are  expected  to  be  short  of  funds  later 
on  in  the  school  year,  and  the  remaining  States  will  have  sufficient  or  excess  funds 
by  the  end  of  the  school  year.  We  have  already  obtained  a  release  of  $3.7  million 
previously  scheduled  for  payment  to  States  with  surplus  funds,  and  additional 
amounts  can  be  shifted  to  the  deficit  States  later  on  in  the  school  year.  This, 
however,  will  not  meet  the  current  need  for  funds  in  the  most  critical  States. 

The  addilional  $10  million  authorization  is  needed  primarily  to  provide  suffi¬ 
ciently  flexibility  in  the  management  of  program  funds  to  prevent  the  discontinu¬ 
ance  or  disruption  of  the  program  in  any  State  before  the  end  of  the  school  year. 

Section  2  of  the  bill  provides  for  a  further  acceleration  of  the  brucellosis  eradica¬ 
tion  program  by  authorizing  an  increase  in  the  limitation  of  $15  million  to  $20 
million  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956. 

The  Department  is  opposed  to  section  2  of  H.  R.  8320  as  written,  but  would 
favor  enactment  if  it  is  amended  as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  6:  Delete  the  words  “of  Agriculture”. 

Page  2,  line  7:  Delete  “$20,000,000”  and  insert  “$17,000,000”. 

Page  2,  lines  9  and  10:  Delete  the  words  “funds  appropriated  to  the  Department 
of  Agriculture”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “appropriation  item  ‘Plant  and  Animal 
Disease  and  Pest  Control’  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act”. 

Enactment  of  section  2  of  the  proposed  legislation  would  prevent  the  disruption 
of  the  accelerated  brucellosis  program  since  it  has  now  become  necessary  to  cur¬ 
tail  the  cooperative  programs  in  the  States  in  order  to  operate  within  the  $15  mil¬ 
lion  limitation.  Although  we  agree  that  $5  million  additional  is  needed  on  an 
annual  basis,  we  believe  that  since  there  remain  less  than  6  months  of  the  fiscal 
year  1956,  an  additional  amount  not  to  exceed  $2  million  would  be  sufficient  to 
meet  the  present  needs  for  this  fiscal  year.  The  other  suggested  changes  in  lan¬ 
guage  are  made  to  conform  with  the  existing  language  of  section  204  (e)  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1954. 

Considerable  progress  has  been  made  by  the  accelerated  brucellosis  eradication 
program  authorized  by  the  Congress  in  August  1954  and  announced  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  September  1954.  The  purpose  of  the  special  effort  is 
to  eliminate  both  the  disease  and  infected  cattle  as  rapidly  as  possible.  The  first 
step  in  this  process  in  dairy  cattle  is  to  locate  infected  herds  through  the  use  of 
the  brucellosis  ring  test  (BRT)  applied  to  herd  milk  or  cream,  and  to  locate  indi¬ 
vidual  animals  through  the  use  of  the  blood  test. 

The  elimination  of  these  infected  animals  has  been  speeded  up  by  the  use  of 
increased  Federal  and  State  indemnity  payments  for  animals  slaughtered  because 
of  brucellosis.  The  following  figures  indicate  the  rate  of  increase: 


Fiscal  year 
1954 

Fiscal  year 
1955 

Fiscal  year 
1956  i 

Reactors  found _  .  ... . .  . . 

235, 666 

365,  247 

400,  000 

Reactors  slaughtered .  _  ... 

120,  897 

259, 626 

390,  000 

Reactors  indemnified . . 

47,  752 

221,  578 

340,  000 

1  Projected  figures  for  the  fiscal  year  based  on  reports  of  activities  during  the  first  5  months  of  the  year. 


Even  though  State  funds  for  carrying  out  the  cooperative  eradication  program 
have  been  increased  from  a  total  of  $11,233,731  in  fiscal  year  1955  to  $15,775,099 
for  fiscal  year  1956,  or  an  increase  of  over  $4 Y?,  million,  they,  with  the  Federal 
support  available,  have  not  been  adequate  to  meet  program  demands  in  fiscal 
year  1956.  Total  Federal  support  has  consisted  of  the  $15  million  authorized  to  be 
transferred  from  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  funds  plus  the  $3,774,000 
regular  appropriation  item  for  this  project.  Federal  funds  are  being  used  to 
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carry  out  the  cooperative  program  with  the  States,  and  have  not  supplanted 
State  funds. 

In  comparing  the  results  of  the  accelerated  program,  program  activities  carried 
out  during  the  calendar  year  1954  through  the  month  of  October,  when  the 
speedup  in  efforts  began,  can  be  compared  with  the  same  period  in  1955.  For 
example,  for  the  first  10  months  in  1954,  8,009,085  cattle  were  blood  tested,  com¬ 
pared  with  14,254,769  for  that  period  in  1955.  In  addition,  an  estimated  15,329,- 
470  cattle  were  tested  with  the  brucellosis  ring  test  through  October  1954,  com¬ 
pared  with  an  estimated  21,335,476  for  that  period  in  1955.  As  of  October  1954, 
a  total  of  344  counties  were  modified  certified  brucellosis  free  compared  with  405 
counties  by  October  1955.  As  of  October  1954,  55,580  herds  had  been  certified 
as  compared  to  77,895  by  October  1955. 

Incidence  of  infection,  based  on  the  results  of  blood  testing,  varies  from  month 
to  month,  but  over  a  fairly  narrow  range.  When  the  accelerated  program  started 
in  October  1954,  rate  of  infection  was  reported  as  2.4  percent.  It  has  stayed  at 
about  that  level  even  though  many  animals  not  previously  under  the  program 
have  been  included  in  the  testing  results  reported. 

Since  1950  the  States’  support  for  the  cooperative  program  has  exceeded  that 
of  the  Federal  Government.  For  approximately  2  years  prior  to  fiscal  year  1955, 
the  State  support  was  running  2  to  2%  times  that  available  from  the  Federal 
Government.  The  authorization  for  the  transfer  of  $15  million  additional  for 
the  fiscal  year  1955  resulted  in  a  great  impetus  to  the  program,  and  it  expanded 
and  accelerated  rapidly,  beginning  in  October  1954.  Because  of  the  accelerated 
program  only  operating  approximately  8  months  of  the  fiscal  year  1955,  the 
Federal  funds  available  in  addition  to  the  State  support  were  adequate  to  meet 
the  program  needs.  By  the  fiscal  year  1956,  the  program  had  accelerated  to  the 
extent  that  demands  for  support  of  the  cooperative  program  from  the  States  were 
in  excess  of  the  funds  available. 

The  interruption  or  disruption  of  a  disease-control  program  through  curtail¬ 
ment,  restriction,  or  elimination  of  program  funds  has  a  very  serious  effect  be¬ 
cause  the  disease  is  allowed  to  spread  and  gain  entrance  into  areas  that  have  been 
cleaned  up.  Both  the  State  and  the  Federal  Governments  have  invested  heavily 
in  programs  in  certain  States  where  the  program  is  moving  to  such  an  extent 
that  it  seems  possible  to  certify  the  States  during  this  fiscal  year.  Large  in¬ 
vestments  of  State  and  Federal  funds  have  been  made  in  programs  in  many  other 
States  that  have  now  reached  the  point  where  any  interruption  of  the  program 
■would  result  in  costly  delays  which  would  necessitate  additional  expenditures  in 
the  future  to  regain  the  ground  that  would  be  lost  if  the  program  were  to  be 
curtailed  at  this  time. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  there  is  no  objection  to  the  submission 
of  this  report. 

Sincerely  yours, 


True  D.  Morse,  Acting  Secretary. 


[H.  R.  8320,  84th  Cong.,  2d  sess.] 

A  BILL  To  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  special 
school  milk  program  and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  195G 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  last  sentence  of  section  201  (c)  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “For  the 
period  beginning  September  1,  1954,  and  ending  June  30,  1955,  not  to  exceed 
$50,000,000,  and  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  not  to  exceed  $60,000,000, 
of  the  funds  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  be  used  to  increase  the 
consumption  of  fluid  milk  by  children  in  nonprofit  schools  of  high-school  grade 
and  under.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  204  (e)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows:  “As  a  means  of  stabilizing  the  dairy  industry  and  further  suppressing 
and  eradicating  brucellosis  in  cattle,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized 
to  transfer  not  to  exceed  $20,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956, 
from  funds  available  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  the  funds  appro¬ 
priated  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  such  fiscal  year  for  the  purpose  of 
accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  program,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing 
to  not  to  exceed  $50  per  head  of  cattle  the  amount  of  the  indemnities  paid  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  cattle  destroyed  because  of  brucellosis  in  connection 
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with  cooperative  control  and  eradication  programs  for  such  disease  in  cattle 
entered  into  by  the  Secretary  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1 884,  as 
amended,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  such  indemnities,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  defraying  any  additional  administrative  expenses  in  connection 
therewith.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  to  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  expenditures 
pursuant  to  this  section.” 


[H.  R.  8340,  84th  Cong.,  2d  scss.] 

A  BILL  To  authorize  the  appropriation  of  $20,000,000  for  each  of  five  fiscal  years  for  payment  of  indemnities 
by  the  United  States  for  cattle  destroyed  because  of  brucellosis 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  the  sum  of  $20,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1957  and 
for  each  of  the  four  succeeding  fiscal  years,  through  and  including  the  fiscal  year 
1961,  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  program 
by  increasing  to  not  to  exceed  $50  per  head  of  cattle  the  amount  of  the  indemnity 
paid  by  the  Federal  Government  for  each  head  of  cattle  destroyed  in  connection 
with  the  cooperative  control  and  eradication  programs  for  such  disease  in  cattle 
entered  into  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under  authority  of  the  Act  of  May  27, 
1884,  as  amended  (21  U.  S.  C.,  sec.  114a,  and  the  following),  and  by  increasing 
the  number  of  such  indemnities  which  can  be  paid. 

Sec.  2.  The  amounts  authorized  to  be  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  used 
solely  for  the  payment  of  indemnities  and  shall  be  in  addition  to  any  other  amounts 
appropriated  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  use  in  research  and  study  of  brucel¬ 
losis  in  cattle  and  for  administering  programs  for  the  suppression  and  eradication 
of  brucellosis  in  cattle. 


[H.  R.  8373,  84th  Cong.,  2d  sess.] 

A  BILL  Authorizing  increases  in  the  funds  available  for  eradication  of  brucellosis  in  cattle  and  for  increasing 
the  consumption  of  fluid  milk  in  certain  schools 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  section  204  (e)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1954  is  amended  by  striking  out  “$15,000,000”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
“$19,500,000”. 

Sec.  2.  The  last  sentence  of  section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  is 
amended  by  striking  out  “$50,000,000”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “$60,000,000”. 

Mr.  Abernethy.  Unless  there  are  further  statements,  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  go  into  executive  session. 

(Thereupon,  the  subcommittee  recessed  at  11:15  a.  m.  to  go  into 
executive  session.) 
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AGRICULTURE— RAISING  THE  INCOME  AND  ADVANC¬ 
ING  THE  SECURITY  OF  OUR  FARM  FAMILIES 


MESSAGE 

FROM 

THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

RELATIVE  TO 

AGRICULTURE  AND  TO  RAISING  THE  INCOME  AND  ADVANCING 
THE  SECURITY  OF  OUR  FARM  FAMILIES 


January  9,  1956. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


To  the  Congress  oj  the  United  States: 

In  this  session  no  problem  before  the  Congress  demands  more 
urgent  attention  than  the  paradox  facing  our  farm  families.  Although 
agriculture  is  our  basic  industry,  they  find  their  prices  and  incomes 
depressed  amid  the  Nation’s  greatest  prosperity.  For  5  years,  their 
economy  has  declined.  Unless  corrected,  these  economic  reversals 
are  a  direct  threat  to  the  well-being  of  all  our  people. 

But  more  than  prices  and  incomes  are  involved.  In  America, 
agriculture  is  more  than  an  industry;  it  is  a  way  of  life.  Throughout 
our  history  the  family  farm  has  given  strength  and  vitality  to  our 
entire  social  order.  We  must  keep  it  healthy  and  vigorous. 

Efforts  toward  this  goal  have  been  unremitting.  Many  new  foun¬ 
dations  of  permanent  value  to  all  farm  families  have  been  laid  in  the 
past  3  years.  Two  years  ago  a  new  farm  law  was  enacted,  designed 
to  gear  agricultural  production  incentives  to  potential  markets, 
thereby  giving  promise  to  our  farm  people  of  a  stable  and  dependable 
future  once  the  wartime  inheritance  of  surpluses  is  removed  from  the 
farm  economy.  Loan  programs  have  been  substantially  unproved, 
enabling  many  more  farmers  to  acquire  family-sized  farms  and  to 
improve  their  farms  and  homes.  The  benefits  of  social-security 
protection  have  been  extended  to  farm  families.  The  return  of  the 
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Farm  Credit  Administration  to  farmer  control,  expansion  of  soil- 
conservation  assistance  and  rural  electrification  and  telephone  pro¬ 
grams,  increased  funds  for  research  and  extension  work,  initiation  of 
new  programs  to  aid  low-income  farm  families,  adoption  of  tax  pro¬ 
visions  of  benefit  to  farm  people,  increased  storage  facilities,  upstream 
soil  conservation  programs,  greatly  expanded  disposal  activities  for 
surplus  farm  products,  strengthening  our  Department  of  Agriculture 
representation  overseas  in  the  interest  of  expanded  markets — these 
and  other  advances  have  permanently  reinforced  the  foundations  of 
all  agriculture. 

Yet,  beneficial  though  these  advances  are,  persistent  and  critical 
farm  problems  require  prompt  congressional  action  in  this  session. 

Remedies  for  these  problems  demand  a  clear  understanding  of  their 
principal  causes.  These  are — 

First:  Production  and  market  distortions,  the  result  of  war¬ 
time  production  incentives  too  long  continued; 

Second:  Current  record  livestock  production  and  near-record 
crop  harvests  piled  on  top  of  previously  accumulated  carryovers; 

Third:  Rising  costs  and  high  capital  requirements. 

In  short,  we  have  an  oversupply  of  commodities,  which  drives 
down  prices  as  mounting  costs  force  up  from  below.  Thus  is  generated 
a  severe  price-cost  squeeze  from  which  our  farm  people,  with  the  help 
of  Government,  must  be  relieved. 

We  must  free  the  farm  economy  from  distortions  rooted  in  war¬ 
time  needs  and  thus  enable  our  people  in  agriculture  to  achieve  pros¬ 
perity;  in  so  doing  they  will  help  carry  the  Nation’s  prosperity  to  still 
greater  heights.  The  administration  and  the  Congress  must  move 
together  to  achieve  this  goal. 

The  requirements  are  clear.  New  means  are  needed  to  reduce 
surpluses  and  to  widen  markets.  Costs  must  be  cut  and  production 
must  be  better  balanced  with  prospective  needs. 

The  Main  Problem — the  Surplus 

Of  the  many  difficulties  that  aggravate  the  farm  problem,  moun¬ 
tainous  surpluses  overshadow  everything  else.  Today’s  surpluses 
consist  of  commodities  produced  in  a  volume  imperatively  needed  in 
wartime  but  unmarketable  in  peacetime  at  the  same  prices  and  in 
the  same  quantity. 

The  plain  fact  is  that  wartime  production  incentives  were  too  long 
continued. 

During  the  past  3  years  there  has  been  no  lack  of  effort  to  get  rid  of 
surplus  stocks.  Disposal  efforts  have  been  diligent  and  vigorous. 
Vast  quantities  have  been  moved,  much  of  them  given  away.  In  the 
past  3  years  we  have  found  outlets  for  commodities  in  a  value  of  more 
than  $4  billion — far  more  than  in  any  comparable  period  in  recent 
history. 

But  these  disposal  efforts  have  not  been  able  to  keep  pace  with  the 
problem.  For  each  bushel-equivalent  sold,  one  and  a  half  have  re¬ 
placed  it  in  the  stockpiles.  Farmers,  the  intended  beneficiaries  of  the 
support  program,  today  find  themselves  in  ever-growing  danger  from 
the  mounting  accumulations.  Were  it  not  for  the  Government’s 
bulging  stocks,  farmers  would  be  getting  far  more  for  their  products 
today. 
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Other  consequences  of  past  farm  programs  have  been  no  less  dam¬ 
aging.  Both  at  home  and  abroad,  markets  have  been  lost.  Foreign 
farm  production  has  been  increased.  American  exports  have  declined. 
Foreign  products  have  been  attracted  to  our  shores. 

Steadily  this  chain  of  events  has  lengthened.  Our  farmers  have  had 
to  submit  to  drastic  acreage  controls  that  hamper  efficient  farm 
management.  Even  these  controls  have  been  self-defeating  because 
acres  diverted  from  price-supported  crops  have  been  planted  to  other 
crops.  These  crops  have  been  thrown  into  surplus  and  their  prices 
have  declined.  Today,  almost  without  regard  to  the  livestock  or 
crop  he  produces,  nearly  every  farmer  is  adversely  affected  by  our 
surpluses.  The  whole  process,  for  instance,  has  contributed  to  the 
present  plight  of  hog  producers. 

When  3  years  ago  this  administration  assumed  its  responsibility  in 
agriculture,  work  was  begun  immediately  on  what  became  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Act  of  1954.  That  act  was  developed  and  passed  with  bipartisan 
support,  as  all  our  agricultural  legislation  should  be. 

The  1954  law  brought  realism  into  the  use  of  the  essential  tool  of 
price  supports.  It  applied  the  principle  of  price  flexibility  to  help 
keep  commodity  supplies  in  balance  with  markets.  That  principle  is 
sound  and  essential  to  a  well-rounded  farm  program.  For  two 
reasons,  the  1954  law  has  not  yet  been  able  to  make  its  potential  con¬ 
tribution  to  solving  our  farm  troubles.  First,  the  law  began  to  take 
hold  only  with  the  harvests  of  1955;  it  has  not  yet  had  the  opportunity 
to  be  effective.  Second,  the  operation  of  the  new  law  is  smothered 
under  surpluses  amassed  by  the  old  program. 

The  attack  on  the  surplus  must  go  forward  in  full  recognition  of  the 
fact  that  farm  products  are  not  actually  marketed  when  delivered  to 
and  held  by  the  Government.  A  Government  warehouse  is  not  a 
market.  Even  the  most  storable  commodities  cannot  be  added 
forever  to  Government  granaries,  nor  can  they  be  indefinitely  held. 
Ultimately  the  stockpiles  must  be  used. 

It  is  unthinkable  to  destroy  food.  Instead,  we  must  move  these 
stocks  into  domestic  consumption  or  dispose  of  them  abroad.  Neither 
route  under  present  conditions  offers  the  results  often  expected. 
Surpluses  moved  domestically  almost  always  compete  directly  with 
crops  farmers  are  trying  to  sell.  Moved  abroad  in  quantities  large 
enough  to  remedy  present  difficulties,  they  would  shatter  world  prices 
and  trade,  injure  our  friends  and  undermine  domestic  prices  as  well. 

To  be  sure,  outlets  for  some  of  the  surplus  exist  both  at  home  and 
abroad.  But  experience  has  amply  proved  that  neither  the  home  nor 
foreign  market  can,  under  present  conditions,  readily  absorb  the 
tremendous  stocks  now  depressing  our  agriculture. 

Clearly  new  action  is  imperative.  We  must  stop  encouraging  the 
production  of  surpluses.  We  must  stop  shifting  acres  from  one  crop 
to  another,  when  such  shifts  result  in  new  surpluses.  Nor  can  crop 
problems  be  converted  into  millstones  weighing  down  upon  the  pro¬ 
ducers  of  livestock. 

Remedies  are  needed  now,  and  it  is  up  to  the  administration  and 
the  Congress  to  provide  them  swiftly.  As  we  seek  to  go  forward,  we 
must  not  go  back  to  old  programs  that  have  failed  utterly  to  protect 
farm  families. 

I  recommend,  therefore,  the  following  nine-point  program.  I  urge 
the  Congress  to  pass  this  program  with  maximum  speed,  for  delay 
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can  only  aggravate  and  multiply  the  difficulties  already  sorely  harass¬ 
ing  millions  of  our  rural  people. 

1.  THE  SOIL  BANK 

Our  most  pressing  need  today  is  to  work  off  our  surpluses  so  that 
our  basic  program  of  1954  can  succeed  in  gearing  production  to 
prospective  markets  at  fair  prices.  A  three-pronged  attack  is  needed. 

First:  Future  production  of  crops  in  greatest  surplus  must  be 
adjusted  both  to  the  accumulated  stocks  and  to  the  potential 
markets. 

Second:  Producers  of  other  crops  and  of  livestock  must  be  re¬ 
lieved  of  excessive  production  from  acreage  diverted  from  surplus 
crops. 

Third:  Lands  poorly  suited  to  tillage,  now  producing  unneeded 
crops  and  subject  to  excessive  wind  and  water  erosion,  must  be 
retired  from  cultivation. 

These  essential  adjustments  can  all  be  hastened  through  a  soil-bank 
program.  I  recommend  a  soil  bank  of  two  parts. 

The  first  is  designed  to  meet  the  immediate  need  to  reduce  the  crops 
in  greatest  oversupply.  It  may  be  called  the  acreage-reserve  pro¬ 
gram. 

The  second  part  is  a  long-range  attack  to  achieve  better  land  use 
and  protect  farmers  and  ranchers  from  the  effects  of  production  on 
acres  already  diverted.  It  may  be  called  the  conservation-reserve 
program. 

A.  The  acreage-reserve  program 

I  recommend  that  the  Congress  consider  a  voluntary  additional  re¬ 
duction  in  the  acreage  of  certain  crops  which  today  are  in  serious 
surplus — wheat,  cotton,  corn,  and  rice. 

In  considering  the  application  of  this  program  to  each  of  these  crops, 
the  Congress  will  wish  to  accord  special  attention  to  their  distinctive 
problems — notably  in  the  case  of  corn — as  set  forth  later  in  this 
message. 

I  do  not  propose  this  program  as  a  device  to  empty  Government 
warehouses  so  they  may  be  filled  again.  There  is,  therefore,  a  basic 
corollary  to  the  acreage  reserve  program:  in  future  years  we  must 
avoid,  as  a  plague,  farm  programs  that  would  encourage  the  building 
up  of  new  price-depressing  surpluses. 

What  I  here  propose  is  essentially  a  deferred-production  plan.  As 
a  necessary  part  of  the  voluntary  acreage  reduction,  it  is  essential  to 
protect  the  farmer’s  income.  It  would  be  grossly  unfair  to  require 
farmers  to  bear  the  full  burdens  of  this  readjustment.  Just  as  other 
readjustments  from  war  were  shouldered  in  considerable  part  by  the 
Nation  as  a  whole,  so  should  this. 

In  the  case  of  wheat  and  cotton,  for  example,  I  look  to  a  voluntary 
reduction  equivalent  to  possibly  one-fifth  of  the  acreage  otherwise 
permitted  by  allotments — perhaps  12  million  acres  of  wheat  and 
3  million  of  cotton.  It  should  be  practical  to  include  wheat  already 
seeded  if  it  is  incorporated  with  the  soil,  as  green  manure,  or  by  other 
accepted  practices.  This  would  make  it  possible  for  more  farmers  to 
enter  the  program  immediately  and  thereby  start  at  once  to  work 
down  the  surplus. 
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Administrative  discretion  is  needed  to  assure  that  the  rates  of 
reduction  in  different  areas  are  related  to  the  supply  and  demand 
conditions  for  different  grades  and  classes.  The  farmer’s  cooperation 
in  this  temporary  program  must  not  impair  his  historic  acreage  allot¬ 
ments.  Rights  of  tenant  farmers  must  be  protected.  I  should  expect 
the  reduction  in  wheat  and  cotton  plantings  to  continue  for  some  3  or 
4  years,  during  which  time  these  huge  crop  carryovers  should  decline 
to  normal  levels. 

In  return  for  their  voluntary  participation  in  the  acreage-reserve 
program  cooperating  farmers  will  be  allocated  certificates  for  com¬ 
modities  whose  value  will  be  based  on  the  normal  yields  of  the  acres 
withheld  in  this  reserve.  I  recommend  that  these  certificates  be 
made  available  to  cooperating  farmers  through  their  county  agri¬ 
cultural  stabilization  committees  at  normal  harvesttime  for  each 
crop.  The  certificates  will  be  negotiable  so  farmers  can  convert  them 
to  cash.  They  will  be  redeemable  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  in  cash,  or  in  kind  at  specified  rates. 

I  further  recommend  that  the  legislation  provide  that  each  partici- 

E  a  ting  farmer  contract  to  refrain  from  cropping  or  grazing  any  land 
e  puts  in  the  acreage  reserve. 

By  so  reducing  crop  production,  commodities  now  in  Government 
ownership  can  be  used  to  supply  market  needs  up  to  a  proportionate 
amount.  Thus  the  bulging  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  stocks 
can  be  correspondingly  worked  down  without  depressing  current 
market  prices. 

The  program  will  operate  in  this  way:  A  farmer,  with  an  allotment 
of  100  acres  of  wheat,  for  example,  may  choose  to  plant  only  80  acres 
and  put  the  remaining  20  in  the  acreage  reserve.  His  acreage  allot¬ 
ment  will  not  be  affected.  He  will  agree  not  to  graze  or  harvest  any 
crop  from  the  20  acres  put  into  the  reserve. 

In  return  for  this  cooperation  in  the  temporary  acreage  reduction 
program,  he  will  receive  a  cashable  certificate.  The  certificate  will 
be  equal  to  a  percentage  of  the  value  of  the  crop  he  would  have  nor¬ 
mally  harvested  from  the  20  acres.  This  percentage  will  be  set  at  an 
incentive  level  sufficiently  high  to  assure  success  of  the  program. 

This  deferred-production  plan  uses  the  surplus  to  reduce  the 
surplus. 

It  will  be  financed  with  commodities  already  owned  and  paid  for 
by  the  Government.  Time  and  shrinkage,  storage  and  other  costs 
are  eroding  away  the  present  value  of  these  stocks.  Consequently, 
the  real  net  cost  to  the  Government — taking  these  and  other  facts 
into  consideration — will  be  substantially  less  than  the  apparent  cost 
in  payments  made  on  certificates. 

I  emphasize  that  this  program  is  specifically  intended  to  provide 
an  income  to  farmers  while  the  essential  adjustment  in  stocks  is 
being  accomplished. 

There  are  many  virtues  in  the  plan. 

It  will  help  remove  the  crushing  burden  of  surpluses,  the 
essential  precondition  for  the  successful  operation  of  a  sound 
farm  program. 

It  will  reduce  the  massive  and  unproductive  storage  costs  on 
Government  holdings — costs  that  are  running  about  a  million 
dollars  a  day. 
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It  will  provide  an  element  of  insurance  since  farmers  are 
assured  income  from  the  reserve  acres  even  in  a  year  of  crop 
failure. 

It  will  ease  apprehension  among  our  friends  abroad  over  our 
surplus-disposal  program. 

It  will  harmonize  agricultural  production  with  peacetime 
markets. 

B.  The  conservation  reserve 

The  second  part  of  the  soil  bank — the  conservation  reserve  pro¬ 
gram — affects  both  today’s  surpluses  and  tomorrow’s  needs  of  our 
growing  population. 

Under  the  pressures  of  war  and  the  production  incentives  continued 
in  postwar  years,  large  areas  have  come  into  cultivation  which  wise 
land  use  and  sound  conservation  would  have  reserved  to  forage  and 
trees. 

In  greater  or  lesser  degree  this  problem  exists  throughout  the 
Nation.  Continued  cropping  of  these  lands  results,  on  the  one  hand, 
in  wastage  of  soil  and  water  resources,  and  on  the  other,  in  production 
of  commodities  now  in  surplus. 

Today  the  Nation  does  not  need  these  acres  in  harvested  crops. 

We  cannot  accurately  predict  our  country’s  food  needs  in  the  years 
ahead,  except  that  they  will  steadily  increase.  We  do  know,  however, 
that  the  sound  course  both  for  today  and  tomorrow  is  wisely  to  safe¬ 
guard  our  precious  heritage  of  food-producing  resources  so  we  may 
hand  on  an  enriched  legacy  to  future  generations.  The  conservation 
reserve  program  will  contribute  materially  to  that  end. 

Further,  production  from  the  acres  today  diverted  from  surplus 
crops  is  now  seriously  affecting  other  segments  of  our  agriculture. 
The  acreage  of  feed  grains,  notably  oats,  barley,  and  grain  sorghums, 
has  been  increased.  The  end  product  of  this  diversion  has  been 
greatly  enlarged  supplies  of  and  lower  prices  for  hogs,  cattle,  and  dairy 
and  poultry  products.  Producers  of  fruit,  vegetables,  and  other  crops 
have  been  adversely  affected.  The  proposed  conservation  reserve 
can  also  make  a  major  contribution  to  solving  this  problem  of  diverted 
acres. 

I  propose  that  farmers  be  asked  to  contract  voluntarily  with  the 
Government  to  shift  into  forage  trees  and  water-storage  cultivated 
lands  most  needing  conservation  measures.  Any  farmer  would  be 
eligible  to  participate  in  this  program  regardless  of  the  crop  he  pro¬ 
duces  or  the  area  where  his  farm  is  located.  I  would  hope  that  some 
25  million  acres  would  be  brought  into  the  conservation  reserve. 

Forest  lands  under  good  management  are  a  constant  and  a  renew¬ 
able  resource.  One-third  of  our  forest  area  is  in  farm  woodlands. 
From  this  source  can  come  a  large  share  of  the  lumber,  pulpwood,  and 
other  forest  products  to  meet  the  growing  needs  of  our  expanding 
economy.  The  conservation  reserve  can  mean  productive  and  pro¬ 
tective  tree  cover  for  less  productive  lands  now  used  for  cultivated 
crops. 

The  Government  itself  must  encourage  this  transfer  in  order  to 
achieve  the  advantages  to  the  general  welfare  that  will  follow  from 
improved  resource  use.  I  propose,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
pay  a  fair  share  of  the  costs  of  establishing  the  conservation  use,  up  to 
a  specified  per  acre  maximum,  that  will  vary  by  regions.  The  Gov- 
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ernment’s  share  will  be  sufficiently  high  to  encourage  broad  participa¬ 
tion  and  thus  assure  the  success  of  the  program.  Further,  as  the 
farmer  reorganizes  his  farm  along  these  soil-conserving  lines,  I  recom¬ 
mend  that  the  Government  provide  certain  annual  payments  for  a 
period  of  years  related  to  the  length  of  time  needed  to  establish  the 
new  use  of  the  land.  The  Congress  will  need  to  develop  the  basis  and 
procedures  for  determining  the  amount  of  the  payments.  Here,  as 
in  the  acreage-reserve  program,  I  would  not  let  the  farmer’s  coopera¬ 
tion  impair  his  historic  acreage  allotments. 

The  farmer,  in  turn,  will  agree  that  the  acres  put  into  this  conserva¬ 
tion  reserve  will  be  in  addition  to  any  land  that  he  may  put  into  the 
acreage  reserve,  and  will  represent  a  reduction  in  cropland  cultivated. 
He  will  agree  to  carry  out  sound  soil  and  water  conservation  on  these 
acres,  and  to  refrain  from  returning  them  to  crop  production  and  from 
grazing  them  for  a  specified  period. 

I  urge  the  Congress  to  approve  this  program  with  the  least  possible 
delay  so  that  a  significant  part  of  the  desired  25  million  acres  can  come 
into  the  program  in  1956. 

My  estimate  is  that,  if  the  Congress  acts  in  time,  some  $350  million 
will  be  invested  in  the  conservation  reserve  during  the  calendar  year 
1956,  and  a  total  of  about  a  billion  dollars  over  the  next  3  years. 
Sums  expended  under  this  program  will  be  in  addition  to  the  $250 
million  provided  for  the  agricultural  conservation  program  for  the  com¬ 
ing  fiscal  year. 

In  return  the  conservation  reserve  program  will  bring  these  large 
rewards: 

It  will  result  in  improved  use  of  soil  and  water  resources  for 
the  benefit  of  this  and  future  generations. 

It  will  increase  our  supply  of  much-needed  farm-grown  forest 
products. 

It  will  help  hold  rain  and  snow  where  they  fall  and  make  possi¬ 
ble  more  ponds  and  reservoirs  on  the  farm. 

It  will  reduce  the  undue  stimulus  to  livestock  production,  and 
consequent  low  livestock  prices,  induced  by  feed-grain  produc¬ 
tion  on  diverted  acres. 

It  will  similarly  provide  protection  for  producers  of  the  many 
small-acreage  crops  whose  markets  are  threatened  by  even  a  few 
diverted  acres. 

In  combination  with  the  acreage-reserve  program  for  crops  in 
surplus,  the  conservation-reserve  program  will  help  during  the  next 
several  years  to  reduce  the  total  volume  of  farm  production  and  im¬ 
prove  the  balance  among  different  farm  commodities,  both  of  which 
are  important  to  a  general  improvement  in  farm  prices. 

2.  SURPLUS  DISPOSAL 

Production  adjustments  effected  by  the  soil  bank  are  needed  to 
halt  current  additions  to  surpluses  and  to  reduce  stocks  on  hand. 
But  additional  relief  must  be  obtained  from  the  price-depressing 
influence  of  these  huge  carryovers.  In  Public  Law  480  the  Congress 
has  provided  basic  legislation  for  this  purpose.  The  problem  still 
exists,  but  not  for  lack  of  vigorous  efforts  to  deal  with  it. 

Surplus  disposals  have  permitted  substantial  reductions  in  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  stocks  of  butter,  dried  milk,  cottonseed  oil 
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and  meal,  flaxseed  and  linseed  oil  and  seeds.  Surplus  disposals  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  have  risen  from  just  over  half  a 
billion  dollars  in  fiscal  1953  to  more  than  $1.4  billion  in  fiscal  1954, 
and  to  more  than  $2.1  billion  in  fiscal  1955. 

In  the  last  fiscal  year  sales  of  Government-owned  price-supported 
commodities  into  the  domestic  market  reached  $403  million.  These 
were  made  with  due  care  for  the  adverse  effect  they  might  have  on 
prices  received  by  farmers  for  current  sales.  Domestic  donations  to 
supply  food  for  needy  persons  totaled  an  additional  $196  million. 
Overseas  disposals,  through  barter  and  donations  for  constructive 
purposes,  totaled  $1.1  billion.  In  spite  of  these  vigorous  efforts,  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  investment  in  price-supported  com¬ 
modities  increased  by  about  $1  billion  during  the  fiscal  year. 

Because  the  problem  continues  to  be  so  serious  and  stubborn,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  appointing  an  Agricultural  Surplus  Disposal 
Administrator,  who  will  report  directly  to  the  Secretary.  The  duties 
of  the  Administrator  will  relate  to  all  activities  of  the  Department 
associated  with  the  utilization  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
stocks  and  of  our  current  abundant  production. 

Expanded  opportunities  will  be  sought  to  barter  agricultural  prod¬ 
ucts,  which  deteriorate  and  are  costly  to  store,  for  increased  quantities 
of  nonperishable  strategic  materials.  Additional  legislation  may  be 
needed  in  this  field. 

The  bulk  of  price-supported  commodities  held  by  the  Government 
cannot  now  by  law  be  sold  into  the  domestic  market  except  at  prices 
equal  to  at  least  105  percent  of  the  support  price  plus  carrying  charges. 
This  restriction  has  worked  to  the  disadvantage  of  both  farmers  and 
the  Government  by  blocking  sales  that  would  clearly  have  been 
advantageous  to  both.  I  recommend  legislation  to  permit,  under 
proper  safeguards,  sales  at  not  less  than  support  levels  plus  carrying 
charges. 

Present  provisions  of  surplus-disposal  legislation  permit  export  dis¬ 
positions  of  Government  stocks  to  friendly  nations  only.  Oppor¬ 
tunities  clearly  to  our  interest  may  develop  in  the  future  to  sell  to 
countries  excluded  by  this  legislation.  To  enable  us  to  realize  on  such 
opportunities  I  recommend  repeal  of  section  304  of  Public  Law  480. 

3.  STRENGTHENING  COMMODITY  PROGRAMS 

Our  frontal  attack  on  the  problems  of  surpluses,  diverted  acres, 
unbalanced  production,  and  unwise  land  use  is  carried  in  major  part 
by  the  soil  bank  through  the  acreage  reserve  and  the  conservation 
reserve  programs. 

These  proposals  are  wholly  in  keeping  with  the  fundamental  prin¬ 
ciples  of  sound  farm  policy  set  forth  in  my  special  agricultural  message 
of  2  years  ago.  In  keeping  with  these  principles  the  administration — 

(а)  Whenever  possible  will  continue  to  ease  or  eliminate  con¬ 
trols  over  farmers;  and 

(б)  For  commodities  on  which  price  supports  are  discretionary, 
will  continue  to  support  these  prices  at  the  highest  levels  possible 
without  accumulating  new  price-depressing  surpluses. 

In  keeping  with  this  latter  principle,  I  am  advised  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  that,  as  a  direct  result  of  operation  of  various  parts  of 
our  present  farm  program,  the  supply  and  demand  conditions  for 
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soybeans  and  flaxseed  are  now  such  as  to  warrant  an  increase  in  the 
price  support  levels  for  these  crops  in  1956.  The  higher  support  levels 
will  be  announced  shortly. 

In  respect  to  other  commodity  programs  I  submit  the  following 
specific  suggestions. 

A.  Com 

In  recent  years  many  farmers  have  chosen  not  to  observe  acreage 
allotments  on  corn.  Considerably  less  than  half  of  the  1955  crop  was 
raised  within  acreage-allotment  limitations  and  thus  eligible  for  price 
support.  It  is  apparent  that  price  supports  alone,  even  at  levels 
closely  approaching  the  legal  maximum,  are  an  insufficient  inducement 
for  participation  in  a  corn-acreage-allotment  program. 

I  recommend  therefore  that  the  Congress  give  serious  consideration 
to  adapting  the  acreage-reserve  program  to  corn.  One  grave  difficulty 
must  be  overcome.  Unlike  wheat  and  cotton,  most  of  the  corn  crop 
is  fed  on  the  farms  where  it  is  produced.  For  this  reason,  marketing 
quotas  such  as  are  used  on  wheat  and  cotton  are  not  feasible. 

Thus,  broad  and  effective  participation  by  corn  producers  in  an 
acreage-allotment  program  is  imperative  for  the  acreage-reserve  pro¬ 
gram  to  achieve  its  objective  of  reducing  the  corn  surplus.  With 
broad  and  effective  participation,  in  both  programs,  the  acreage- 
reserve  program  for  corn  would — 

(a)  Reduce  the  carryover  stocks  which  currently  depress  the 
market ; 

( b )  Make  possible  a  higher  level  of  price  support  than  would 
otherwise  prevail  for  the  1956  crop;  and 

(c)  Reduce  the  incentive  to  farmers  to  produce  excessive  sup¬ 
plies  of  hogs  and  fed  cattle. 

If  the  Congress  should  choose  not  to  authorize  the  acreage-reserve 
program  for  corn,  the  Congress  may  wish  to  consider  an  alternative: 
to  eliminate  acreage  allotments  for  corn  and  put  price  supports  for 
corn  on  a  discretionary  basis  comparable  with  the  other  feed  grains. 
With  no  acreage  allotments  and  with  discretionary  supports,  all  corn 
producers  would  be  eligible  for  price  supports  at  a  level  substantially 
above  the  market  price  which  prevailed  during  the  1955  harvest. 

B.  Wheat 

The  problems  of  wheat  are  difficult  and  complex.  The  proposed 
soil  bank,  with  its  acreage-reserve  program,  will  make  a  major  contri¬ 
bution  toward  their  solution.  This  program  is  particularly  well- 
suited  to  wheat  since  this  crop  is  grown  in  large  acreage  and  is  now 
burdened  under  an  accumulated  carryover  in  excess  of  a  full  year’s 
needs.  The  conservation  reserve  program  and  the  Great  Plains  pro¬ 
gram,  described  later,  will  also  help.  Other  changes  are  necessary 
also,  both  for  current  adjustments  and  for  long-term  balance  between 
production  and  consumption. 

(a)  Legislation  already  has  passed  the  Senate  and  is  pending  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  which  would  exempt  from  marketing 
quotas  those  producers  who  use  for  feed,  food,  or  seed  on  their  own 
farms  all  the  wheat  they  raise.  Because  of  the  failure  to  pass  this 
legislation  last  year,  the  Department  of  Agriculture  has  been  com¬ 
pelled  by  law  to  hail  before  the  courts  farmers  whose  only  offense 
was  to  raise  and  feed  wheat  outside  their  quotas.  Again  the  admin- 
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istration  urges  prompt  enactment  of  this  legislation.  Correction  of 
this  problem  should  be  delayed  no  longer. 

(6)  Historically  a  significant  proportion  of  the  annual  wheat  crop 
has  been  used  for  livestock  feed.  The  quantity  fed  in  pre-World  War 

11  years  ranged  from  100  million  to  150  million  bushels  a  year,  about 
twice  the  quantity  fed  in  more  recent  years.  This  reduced  consump¬ 
tion  lias  aggravated  the  surplus  burden. 

I  recommend  that  the  Congress  give  consideration  to  authorizing 
the  annual  sale  for  feeding  pm’poses,  at  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  of  limited  quantities  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
wdieat  of  less  desirable  milling  quality.  The  authorized  sale  price 
should  reflect  the  feeding  value  of  the  wheat,  precautions  being 
exercised  as  to  the  effect  of  such  sales  on  prices  of  other  feed  grains. 
There  are  opportunities  to  use  more  wheat  for  feed  in  feed-deficit 
areas  distant  from  the  Corn  Belt. 

(c)  I  recommend  legislation  to  expand  the  non-commercial-wheat 
area  beyond  the  12  States  now  so  designated.  This  action  would 
eliminate  acreage  and  marketing  controls  for  many  farmers  who 
characteristically  feed  on  their  own  farms  most  of  the  wheat  they 
raise,  and  who  contribute  little  to  commercial  supplies  or  surplus 
stocks. 

(d)  I  recommend  extension  for  1  year  of  legislation  which  exempts 
durum  wheat  from  acreage  and  marketing  controls.  This  type  of 
wheat  is  in  short  supply  and  production  should  not  be  restricted. 

We  are  participating  in  negotiations  for  possible  renewal  of  the 
International  Wheat  Agreement,  wdiich  will  terminate  July  1,  1956, 
unless  it  is  renewed. 

C.  Cotton 

As  in  the  case  of  wheat,  the  acreage-reserve  program  is  especially 
well  suited  to  cotton.  This  crop  as  well  is  burdened  by  an  accumulated 
carryover  in  excess  of  a  full  year’s  requirements.  Other  legislative 
changes  for  cotton,  in  addition  to  the  soil-bank  program,  that  require 
consideration  are  these: 

(a)  For  all  crops  except  cotton,  price-support  legislation  requires 
that  parity  prices  shall  be  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  average  grade 
and  quality  of  the  crop.  For  cotton  a  special  provision  of  law  desig¬ 
nates  Middling  %-inch  cotton  as  the  standard  grade  for  parity  cal¬ 
culations  and  price  support.  Currently  less  than  5  percent  of  cotton 
production  is  of  this  grade  or  lower. 

I  urge  an  amendment  to  provide  for  cotton,  as  for  other  crops,  that 
the  average  grade  and  quality  of  the  crop  be  utilized  for  parity-price 
computations.  This  recommendation  is,  in  general  terms,  in  keeping 
with  the  intent  of  legislation  already  pending  before  the  Senate. 

( b )  The  shortcomings  of  acreage  allotments  as  a  means  of  controlling 
production  on  cotton  are  evident.  In  1955,  on  an  acreage  allotment 
calculated  to  yield  10  million  bales  of  cotton,  nearly  15  million  were 
harvested.  Kapidly  advancing  technology  is  resulting  in  production 
far  outrunning  expectations  based  on  acreage  alone.  This  is  especially 
true  when  prices  are  supported  at  wartime  production  incentive  levels. 

When  production  controls  must  be  applied  as  a  result  of  supply 
and  market  conditions,  it  is  imperative  to  have  controls  that  are 
effective.  As  surpluses  are  reduced  through  the  proposed  acreage- 
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reserve  program  of  the  soil  bank  and  through  other  means,  new 
accumulations  of  surplus  must  definitely  be  avoided. 

For  these  reasons  the  Congress  should  consider  replacing  acreage 
allotments  on  cotton  with  quantity  allotments  beginning  with  the 
crop  of  1957.  The  Congress  could  well  consider  similar  action  for 
other  crops  under  marketing  quotas. 

D.  Rice 

Under  the  law,  accumulated  supplies  of  rice  have  required  a  40 
percent  reduction  in  acreage  for  1956  compared  with  1954,  and  a 
decline  in  the  support  level  to  75  percent  of  parity. 

Rice  production  in  this  country  is  the  most  efficient  in  the  world. 
However,  our  rice  is  rapidly  being  priced  out  of  world  markets  and 
is  being  diverted  into  Government  warehouses  and  even  into  the  feed 
markets. 

There  are  two  alternative  courses  of  action  to  which  the  Congress 
should  give  consideration: 

1.  Inclusion  of  rice  in  the  acreage-reserve  program.  This  will 
require  continuation  of  production  controls  and  marketing 
quotas. 

2.  Elimination  of  existing  production  and  marketing  controls 
on  rice.  Prices  could  then  be  supported  on  a  discretionary  basis 
at  levels  which  would  permit  rice  producers  to  improve  their 
competitive  market  position. 

If  the  Congress  considers  the  latter  course  to  serve  the  long-term 
best  interest  of  rice  producers,  it  may  wish  to  consider  use  of  the 
acreage-reserve  program  to  make  the  transition. 

E.  Peanuts 

The  peanut-price-stabilization  program  has  experienced  serious 
difficulties  stemming  in  part  from  a  fixed  national  minimum  peanut 
acreage.  With  improving  technology  this  minimum  acreage  will 
normally  produce  more  peanuts  than  the  market  will  absorb  at  the 
support  price.  Consequently,  I  recommend  elimination  of  provisions 
for  the  minimum  national  acreage  allotment. 

F.  Sugar 

The  legislation  to  renew  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  should 
promptly  be  completed.  The  Congress  is  aware  of  the  need  to  give 
producers,  as  well  as  foreign  suppliers  and  the  entire  sugar  industry, 
as  much  advance  notice  as  possible  in  planning  their  operations. 

G.  Special  school-milk  program 

The  special  school-milk  program  provided  for  in  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1954  has  met  with  gratifying  success.  Approximately  9  million 
children  had  the  health  benefits  of  this  program  last  year,  including 
children  in  somoW^OOO  schools  in  which  milk  was  not  previously 
served.  Consumption  was  increased  by  over  450  million  half  pints  of 
milk.  This  is  a  good  example  of  constructive  use  of  a  surplus  product 
to  meet  a  present  need.  We  thus  contribute  to  better  health  habits 
and  at  the  same  time  promote  an  enlarged  market  for  the  future. 
Several  thousand  additional  schools  are  participating  in  the  program 
in  the  current  school  year. 

I  have  been  advised  that,  in  some  States,  milk  program  funds  are 
nearing  depletion.  We  must  see  to  it  that  the  program  is  carried 
forward  intact  through  this  fiscal  year. 
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I  recommend  that  the  program  be  extended  for  2  years  beyond 
June  30,  1956,  with  authorization  to  use  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  funds  increased  from  $50  million  a  year  to  $75  million. 

II.  Livestock 

For  livestock  producers,  many  parts  of  the  program  I  have  already 
discussed  have  special  significance. 

Establishment  of  the  soil  bank  will  alleviate  the  undue  stimulus  to 
livestock  production  and  the  resulting  downward  pressure  on  live¬ 
stock  prices  which  arise  from  using  for  feed-grain  production  much 
of  the  acreage  already  diverted  from  wheat  and  cotton.  Restrictions 
against  grazing  the  soil  bank  acres  will  safeguard  the  interests  of  beef 
producers  and  dairymen. 

Periodically  livestock  markets  become  glutted  and  prices  disrupted. 
In  such  periods,  where  assistance  will  be  constructive,  timely  and 
vigorous  Government  purchase  and  diversion  programs  are  essential 
to  bolster  prices  and  help  producers  adjust  to  market  demands.  Such 
programs  have  been  undertaken  by  this  administration.  The  pork 
purchase  program  now  in  progress  will  shortly  be  stepped  up  to 
supply  new  and  expanded  outlets  now  being  developed.  Sales  pro¬ 
motion  and  the  development  of  better  merchandising  methods  coop¬ 
eratively  with  the  livestock  trade  are  part  of  this  effort  to  meet  the 
impact  of  heavy  marketing. 

Special  programs  of  an  emergency  nature  will  be  provided  to  help 
livestock  producers  as  needed.  For  example,  emergency  credit  and 
low-cost  feed  in  the  event  of  drought  will  be  available  whenever 
disaster  strikes. 

Increased  research  on  nutrition,  disease  control,  better  breeding, 
more  profitable  use  of  byproducts  and  unproved  marketing  will  help 
lower  production  costs  and  facilitate  the  smooth  flow  of  livestock 
products  into  consumption. 

4.  DOLLAR  LIMIT  ON  PRICE  SUPPORTS 

The  average  size  of  farms  in  American  agriculture,  as  measured  by 
capital  or  by  acres,  has  rapidly  increased.  To  the  degree  that  this 
trend  is  associated  with  the  development  of  more  economic  and  more 
efficient  farm  units  it  is  in  the  interest  of  farm  families  and  of  the 
Nation.  To  the  degree,  however,  that  it  has  resulted  in  the  removal 
of  risk  for  large  farm  businesses  by  reason  of  price  supports,  it  is  much 
less  wholesome  and  constitutes  a  threat  to  the  traditional  family  farm. 

Under  the  price  support  machinery  as  it  has  been  functioning,  price 
support  loans  of  tremendous  size  have  occasionally  occurred.  It  is 
not  sound  Government  policy  to  underwrite  at  public  expense  such 
formidable  competition  with  family  operated  farms,  which  are  the 
bulwark  of  our  agriculture. 

I  ask  the  Congress  to  consider  placing  a  dollar  limit  on  the  size  of 
price  support  loans  to  any  one  individual  or  farming  unit.  The  limit 
should  be  sufficiently  high  to  give  full  protection  to  efficiently  operated 
family  farms. 

6.  RURAL  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 

In  my  message  of  January  11,  1954,  I  pointed  out  that  the  chief 
beneficiaries  of  our  farm  programs  have  been  the  2  million  larger,  more- 
productive  farm  units.  Production  on  nearly  3  million  other  farms 
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is  so  limited  that  the  families  thereon  benefit  only  in  small  degree 
from  the  types  of  programs  that  heretofore  have  dominated  our 
activities. 

On  April  26,  1955,  I  transmitted  to  the  Congress  recommendations 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  attacking  the  problems  of  low- 
income  farm  families.  The  Congress  has  met  only  in  part  these 
recommendations  for  legislation  and  appropriations.  Despite  the 
resultant  handicaps,  the  interest  in  this  program  lias  been  so  great 
that  pilot  work  is  already  underway  in  well  over  30  counties  widely 
spread  throughout  the  United  States.  There  is  activity  now  in  more 
than  one-half  of  the  States. 

Four  Departments  of  the  Federal  Government — Commerce,  Labor, 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  and  Agriculture — are  actively  at 
work  on  this  program  with  State  and  local  leadership  to  aid  low- 
income  farm  families. 

Not  only  the  welfare  of  these  families  but  also  of  the  people  as  a 
whole  require  that  this  program  go  forward.  Once  again,  therefore,  I 
urge  the  Congress  to  enact  the  full  program  recommended  in  my 
message  of  April  26,  1955. 

6.  THE  GREAT  PLAINS  PROGRAM 

Between  the  prairies  of  the  Central  West  and  the  Rock  Mountains 
is  a  vast  area  embracing  all  or  part  of  10  States,  in  which  erratic 
climate,  wind  and  water  erosion,  and  special  problems  of  land  use 
constitute  a  continuing  hazard.  For  more  than  a  year  intensive  new 
studies  of  conditions  and  problems  peculiar  to  this  Great  Plains  region 
have  been  in  progress.  The  work  has  been  carried  on  cooperatively 
between  the  leadership  of  the  10  States  involved,  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  and  the  Great  Plains  Council,  which  includes  technical 
people  from  the  States  of  the  region.  This  study  will  help  to  define 
the  respective  responsibilities  of  individuals  and  local,  State,  and  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies. 

The  proposed  soil  bank,  with  its  acreage-reserve  program  to  reduce 
promptly  production  of  crops  in  surplus  and  with  its  conservation- 
reserve  program  to  take  less  productive  lands  out  of  crops,  will  meet 
in  part  some  of  the  conditions  especially  serious  in  the  Great  Plains. 
Other  desirable  modifications  of  existing  legislation  include — 

1.  Provision  for  long-time  cost-sharing  commitments  under  the 
agricultural  conservation  program;  and 

2.  Relaxation  of  planting  requirements  to  maintain  base  acre¬ 
age  for  wheat  allotments. 

Shortly  I  will  transmit  to  the  Congress  a  report  containing  certain 
recommendations  for  providing  a  more  stable  agriculture  in  this  im¬ 
portant  region. 

7.  RESEARCH 

Scientific  research  has  been  the  means  of  fundamentally  important 
developments  both  in  agriculture  and  industry.  It  has  resulted  in 
improved  quality,  new  and  better  techniques,  new  products,  new 
markets,  new  high  levels  of  material  well-being  for  our  people,  and 
new  horizons  for  our  future.  Most  individual  farmers  are  not  in  a 
position  to  carry  on  scientific  investigations.  Government  has  special 
responsibility  in  this  area — and  particularly  is  this  the  case  since  the 
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benefits  of  research  related  to  agriculture  are  widely  shared  by  all 
the  people. 

Not  only  can  research  provide  for  the  material  needs  of  future 
generations,  but  it  also  can  contribute  in  many  ways  to  the  fuller 
utilization  of  our  present  abundance. 

We  must  look  for  new  uses  of  agricultural  products  that  can  con¬ 
tribute  to  human  welfare,  such  as  livestock  byproducts  for  medicinal 
purposes  or  such  as  coarse  fibers  for  construction  materials  already 
nave  contributed. 

We  must  find  new  markets,  as  we  have  for  tallow  in  industry  or  as 
have  followed  upon  the  development  of  frozen  and  powdered  juice 
concentrates. 

We  must  find  new  crops  offering  such  new  opportunities  and  benefits 
as  are  exemplified  by  soybeans  and  sorghums. 

We  must  further  improve  our  marketing  mechanism,  as  already 
has  been  done  through  refrigeration  and  new  processing  techniques, 
so  that  the  benefits  of  our  abundance  may  be  still  more  widely  dis¬ 
tributed.  Marketing  margins  have  continued  to  increase,  even  while 
farm  prices  have  been  declining.  Thus  the  farmer’s  share  of  the  retail 
food  dollar  has  shrunk  appreciably.  Retail  prices  have  changed  little, 
thereby  impeding  desired  increases  in  consumption.  We  must  find 
ways  to  lower  costs  of  food  distribution.  Research  is  an  effective 
way  to  help  attain  that  important  goal.  The  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  is  actively  engaged  in  an  expanded  inquiry  directed  toward 
reducing  the  costs  of  distribution. 

Our  basic  scientific  knowledge  from  which  all  practical  applications 
of  science  are  made  is  vitally  important  and  must  be  expanded.  This 
knowledge  is  essential  also  to  continue  the  attack  on  the  ravages  of 
plant  and  animal  pests  and  diseases.  We  cannot  use  or  reap  benefits 
from  what  we  do  not  know.  A  major  frontier  of  agriculture  lies  in 
our  laboratories  and  experimental  fields. 

In  the  budget  message  I  will  request  the  maximum  increase  in 
agricultural  research  funds  that  can  be  effectively  used  next  year 
with  the  technical  manpower  and  facilities  available.  This  will  be 
an  increase  of  one-fourth,  to  a  total  of  $103  million. 

8.  CREDIT 

In  making  the  transition  from  war  to  peace,  and  similarly  in  making 
the  investment  adjustments  associated  with  a  dynamic  agriculture, 
farmers  are  experiencing  increased  need  for  credit.  This  is  especially 
true  for  young  men,  particularly  veterans,  who  have  started  farming 
in  recent  years. 

Private  financial  institutions,  individuals,  and  Government  agencies 
are  furnishing  credit  for  agriculture.  Administrative,  budgetary,  and 
legislative  changes  now  being  developed  in  Government  all  point 
toward  assuring  adequate  and  sympathetic  coverage  of  agricultural 
credit  requirements  which  cannot  be  met  by  private  financial 
institutions. 

Loans  made  by  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  have  increased 
gradually  during  the  past  4  years  from  $212  million  to  well  over  $300 
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million,  and  can  increase  further  as  the  new  provisions  for  insured 
loans  become  more  widely  used. 

The  Farm  Credit  Administration  has  been  reorganized  to  give 
farmers  a  greater  voice  in  its  operation.  Further  legislation  will  be 
proposed  to  combine  the  production  credit  corporations  and  the  Fed¬ 
eral  intermediate  credit  banks.  Federal  land-bank  loans  made  by  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration  have  increased  from  $237  million  4  years 
ago  to  more  than  $400  million  last  year. 

The  administration  is  determined  to  see  to  it  that  an  adequate 
supply  of  credit  remains  readily  available  to  our  farmers  at  all  times. 

9.  GASOLINE  TAX 

One  of  the  farmer’s  operating  costs  is  the  Federal  tax  on  gasoline. 
About  one-half  of  the  gasoline  bought  by  farmers  is  used  on  the  farm. 
I  recommend  that  legislation  be  passed  to  relieve  the  farmer  of  the 
Federal  tax  on  purchases  of  gasoline  so  used. 

Historically  agricultural  policy  in  this  country  has  sought  to  foster 
family-sized  owner-operated  farms.  This  has  been  a  sound  and  wise 
policy — not  only  in  the  development  of  an  efficient  agriculture  which 
has  become  the  envy  of  the  world,  but  also  in  fostering  a  sturdy,  re¬ 
sourceful,  self-reliant  citizenry. 

Farm  organization  and  farming  operations  are  undergoing  profound 
change  as  science  and  technology  rapidly  alter  the  structure  of  agri¬ 
culture.  Great  care  must  be  exercised  that  these  changes  do  not 
result  in  huge  corporation  farms  on  the  one  hand  or  in  unrewarding 
subsistence  units  on  the  other.  The  time-proven  commercial  family 
farm  must  continue  as  the  basic  social  and  economic  unit  of  agricul¬ 
ture.  Accordingly  farm  policy  must  encourage  such  farms,  sufficiently 
large  and  productive  to  provide  satisfactions  in  farm  living  equal  to 
those  enjoyed  by  other  Americans. 

Insofar  as  the  problems  of  agriculture  can  best  be  solved  by  Gov¬ 
ernment  action,  Government  should  accept  the  responsibility. 

The  proper  role  of  Government,  however,  is  that  of  partner  with 
the  farmer — never  his  master.  By  every  possible  means  we  must  de¬ 
velop  and  promote  that  partnership — to  the  end  that  agriculture  may 
continue  to  be  a  sound,  enduring  foundation  for  our  economy,  and 
that  farm  living  may  be  a  profitable  and  satisfying  .experience. 

Assisted  by  experienced  farm  people  both  in  and  out  of  Government, 
I  have  been  earnestly  studying  this  problem  for  many  months.  I 
believe  that  the  nine-point  program,  set  forth  in  this  message,  building 
on  our  present  program,  meets  the  urgent  needs  of  our  farmers  today 
and  does  so  in  a  way  consistent  with  our  basic  traditions.  It  offers 
no  nostrums  or  panaceas.  Our  farm  folk  expect  better  of  us  than  to 
deal  in  that  kind  of  specious  practice. 

Farmers  expect  programs  that  are  forward-looking,  economically 
sound  and  fair. 

This  program  offers  a  workable  approach  to  reducing  the  surpluses, 
bringing  production  and  markets  into  balance  at  fair  prices,  and  so 
raising  the  income  and  advancing  the  security  of  our  farm  families. 

Should  this  program  be  enacted,  its  degree  of  success  will  be  de¬ 
pendent  upon  the  degree  of  farmer  participation  and  upon  a  common 
determination  to  work  together  in  ridding  ourselves  of  burdensome 
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surpluses.  With  such  a  spirit,  this  program  will  speed  the  transition 
to  a  stable,  prosperous,  and  free  peacetime  agriculture  with  a  bright 
future. 

Again  I  urge  upon  the  Congress  the  need  for  swift  legislative  action 
on  these  recommendations,  in  the  interest  of  our  farm  people,  in  the 
interest  of  every  American  citizen. 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House,  January  0,  1956. 
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Digest  of  Public  Law  465 


SCHOOL  MILK;  BRUCELLOSIS.  Extends  the  special  school  milk  program  two 
years  to  June  30,  1958;  increases  the  amount  authorized  for  this  program 
from  $50  million  to  $60  million  for  the  current  fiscal  year;  provide# 

$75  million  for  this  program  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years  1957  and  1958; 
and  makes  certain  nonprofit  institutions  devoted  to  the  care  of  under¬ 
privileged  children  eligible  for  the  benefits  of  the  program;  extends 
the  accelerated  brucellosis  eradication  program  two  years  to  June  30, 
1958;  increases  the  amount  authorized  from  $15  million  to  $17  million 
for  the  current  fiscal  year;  provides  $20  million  for  each  of  the  fiscal 
years  1957  and  1958;  extends  for  two  years,  to  December  31,  1958,  the 
provision  that  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  make  available 
to  the  Veterans '  Administration  and  the  Army  dairy  products,  acquired 
under  the  price  support  programs,  for  use  in  addition  to  their  normal 
purchases • 


3 b*>  e,  :  tlcfxi'  o  Jaar-iu 

■,  •  'io  .  •  •  0  8  ■•.  ■  ,  •  [.!’  '•>  '  J 

•  B  J6I  ,08  OII.-’T,  o&  T61P9X 

sobivon  :•  ; »ir-fv  Jfnai  •  *  ojf  f  no*  ..  r a1  0 oc.  noil ..  ;6<  Jivn  ; 

t  .  .  ex  at  M  I  IOj  ic  r :  on  ■/  ; 

-  -  •  .  *  ».f!o  '  ruf  if  '■  -c' 

■  1  \o  Vt&n*  ' 

'Mil,  of  i  crv  '•  o'1  rrox1  't>i  *'i«  -  :aoJ locot.'  o>vJ  •••oloo.'.’*  '••r.r- 

r-r  loll  '  :  0 ' '  i  :>  fO  :  '  l  ’C-'I  .  *  X 

'  .  •••■'.  •-  :  o  •  •'  :  >'i 

•:  .  ,.f  13-  .  '■  o'  ;■  v  >il  ;■  ■■  :  ■  '  • n 

,  ;:1  •;  -•  ‘it  I  ftO£*A'tO«|‘loD  tllO’l''  v;j  . :  C  ©  .  •  .  HOlltlBI 

-i  -(  i  •  ■< '  ■■  iol:  p*<.;  --Lil--.  .  ’  •-  c 

I  ••••  o.'  .  /  13-if  ;<i  oau  T.*i  « ^*:o  o  n  ov'n  <df  menu 


.  mt.  ■ 


INDEX  AND  SUMMARY  OF  H.R.  8320 


Jan.  12,  1956 

Jan.  24,  1956 

Jan.  27,  1956 
Jan.  30,  1956 

Feb.  1,  1956 
Feb.  2,  1956 

Feb.  6,  1956 

Feb.  8,  1956 
Feb.  16,  1956 
Feb.  21,  1956 
Mar.  15,  1956 
Mar.  19,  1956 
Mar.  21,  1956 

Apr.  2,  1956 


Rep.  Abernathy  introduced  E.  R.  8320  whioh  was 
referred  to  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Print  of  bill  as  introduced. 

The  Abernethy  subcommittee  ordered  reported  to  the 
full  committee  H.  R.  8320,  as  amended. 

The  Agriculture  Committee  ordered  reported  H.R.  8320. 

The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.  R. 
8320.  H.  Report  1696.  Print  of  bill  and  report. 

House  passed  as  reported  H.R.  8320, 

H.  R.  8320  referred  to  Senate  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
Committee.  Print  of  bill  as  referred. 

Senate  committee  reported  with  amendment  H.R.  8320. 
Senate  Report  1471.  Print  of  bill  and  report. 

Senate  passed  as  reported  H.R.  8320. 

House  conferees  were  appointed. 

Senate  conferees  were  appointed. 

Senate  agreed  to  conference  report. 

House  received  conference  report.  House  Report  1898. 

House  rejected  the  confernnce  report  on  H.R.  8320  and 
agreed  to  the  Senate  amendments. 

Approved j  Public  Law  465,  84th  Congress. 
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84tii  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


H.  R.  8320 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 


January  12, 195G 

Mr.  Abernethy  introdudced  the  following  bill ;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture 


A  BILL 

To  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  special  school  milk 
program  and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  last  sentence  of  section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricul- 

4  tural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 

5  lows:  “For  the  period  beginning  September  1,  1954,  and 

6  ending  June  30,  1955,  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000,  and  for 

7  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  not  to  exceed 

8  $60,000,000,  of  the  funds  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 

9  poration  shall  he  used  to  increase  the  consumption  of  fluid 
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milk  by  children  in  nonprofit  schools  of  high-school  grade 
and  under.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  204  (e)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1954  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “As  a  means  of  stabi¬ 
lizing  the  dairy  industry  and  further  suppressing  and  eradi¬ 
cating  brucellosis  in  cattle,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
authorized  to  transfer  not  to  exceed  $20,000,000  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  from  funds  available  to 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  the  funds  appropriat¬ 
ed  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  such  fiscal  year  for 
the  purpose  of  accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  pro¬ 
gram,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  to  not  to  exceed  $50  per 
head  of  cattle  the  amount  of  the  indemnities  paid  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  for  cattle  destroyed  because  of  brucellosis 
in  connection  with  cooperative  control  and  eradication  pro¬ 
grams  for  such  disease  in  cattle  entered  into  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as 
amended,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  such 
indemnities,  and  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  any  additional 
administrative  expenses  in  connection  therewith.  There  are 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  to  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
for  expenditures  pursuant  to  this  section.” 
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n?«Anan„.*  .  „  iHANlK  For  actions  of  January  2k,  ¥)5o 

For  department  Staff  Only)  SLth-lid,  (/.  11 

CONTENTS 
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Forestry . 12,16 
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Loans . 29 
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Reclamation. .  ,30 
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School  milk . .2 

Seed. . . .  /. . 20 

Surplus/commcdities . 9 

Taxation . 3,5,7 


Marketing.. . 5  Trade,  foreign . .5,2R 

Nomination . 6  Waker  pollution . ,22 

Price  supports . 11,31  ydtershed  protection. ..  .17 

"'wheat . 11,20 


Animal  disease . .  ,2 

Coffee . V  . . . . 26 

Cotton . X . 11,27 

Dairy  industry^ . 2 

Depressed  areas \ . 28 
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Farm  program . 9,21)31 
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HIGHnlCHTS:  Senate  received\pomination  of  Marvin  L ./McLain  to  be  Assistant  Secretary 
and  member  of  CCC. Board.  Senary  received  report  on/investigations  of  inefficiencies 
in  IJSDA  grain  bin  program.  SerX  Capehart  spoke  pn  importance  of  getting  rid  of  farm 
surpluses,.  Both  House  received  President’s  Economic  Report.  House  subcommittee 
voted  to  report  bill  to  increase  school  milk  and  brucellosis  eradication  programs. 
°er1,  Scott  introduced  and  discussedXn.ll  to  Provide  graduated  price  support  levels 
for  cotton  and  wheat.  Sen.  Carlson  aX^  5  R^ps.  introduced  bills  to  extend  terms  on 
production  and  subsistence  loans,  and  X^tKorize  USDA.  to  make  or  insure  loans  to  re¬ 
finance  existing  debts.  Rep.  Poage  and^thers  introduced  watershed  protection  bills. 
Reps.  Cooley  and  Grant  introduced  bil^s  tXjprovide  payments  to  owners  who  develop 
small  land  tracts  for  commercial  fort 
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1.  ECONOMIC  REPORT,  Both  Houses  received  the  ifresi 
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Joint  Committee  on  the  Econorfiic  Report  (H, 


dent's  Economic  Report;  to  the 
280).  pp.  937,  1023 


2.  DAIRY  INDUSTRY,  The  Abernethy  subcommittee  of  the  Agriculture  Committee  ordered 
favorably  reported  to  the  full  committee  H.  R.  8320,  amended,  to  increase  funds 
available  for  the  special  schocl  milk  program  and  the  brucellosis  eradication 
program  for  the  fiscal  year  1956,  p.  Dl|8 


3.  TAXATION.  Rep,  hinder  presented  a  progress  report  on  iXblic  Law  388,  8Rth 

Congress,  to  provide  for  payments  in  lieu  of  taxes  on  cXrtain  Federal  property 
formerly  owne^r  by  RFC.  He  noted  that  the  Defense  agenciekand  GSA  had  not  im¬ 
plemented  the  law,  but  attributed  this  to  problems  of  assessment  which  would 
soon  be  resolved,  p.  1028  \ 

in  ELECTRIFICATION.  Received  from  this  Department  the  annual  report^ on  REA,  p.  10 36 

MARKETING;  FOREIGN  TRADE.  Received  a  memorial  from  the  Colo.  Legislature  urging 
thsa  ranchers  and  farmers  be  permitted  to  sell  their  products  to  individuals 
foreign  nations,  and  that  losses  and  gains  in  agricultural  products  be 
Treated  for  Income  tax  purposes  as  long-term  capital  gains  and  losses.  \p,  1039 


SENATE 


6.  NO  mTION. 


.eceived  the  nomination  of  Earvin  L.  McLain  to  be  an  assistant 
,ary  of  A  riculture  for  Agricultural  Stabilization,  and  to  be  a  me>  be] 
jf  the\CCC  Board  of  Directors,  p.  1022 


,ecre 


7.  . OEEIGN  AI-TjjAlFS.  Received  a  proposed  bill  from  the  U.  G,  Information  Agency  to 
provide  fo\the  promotion  and  strengthening  of  international  relations  through 
participation  in  international  fairs  and  festivals,  etc.;  to  Foreigiy  Relations 
Committee.  p\93^~ 

Received  a\Colorado  House  of  Representatives  resolution  mercurializing 
Congress  to  permit  ranchers  and  farmers  to  sell  agricultural  products  to 


\  j 

individuals  of  foreign  countries;  and  to  treat  losses  and  gains  from  the  sale 

tock  as  lone-term  capital  eains  and  losses/for  income  ta> 


of  crops  am  livest 
purposes,  p.  936 


8.  GRaIN.  Received  from  th^\Cor  unittee  on  Government  Operations  a  report  on  the 
investigations  of  inefficiencies  in  the  USDA  grain  bir/ program  (S.  Kept.  ll'l'J) 
and  Chairman  McClellan  discussed  and  summarized  the  jpeport.  p.  939 


9.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Gen.  Capehart  s^oke  on  the  importance  of  getting  rid  of  farm 
surpluses,  and  inserted  his  statement  before  th§/Agriculture  and  Forestry 
Committee  on  this  matter,  p.  95n 


10.  DISASTER  INSURANCE.  Sen.  Neuberger  spoke  on/the  need  for  Federal  action  to 

provide  insurance  against  flood  damagh,  and  inserted  an  article  discussing  the 
flood-insurance  report  of  the  American 'S[psm-ance  Association,  p.  963 


BILL 


11.  COTTON,*  WHEAT.  S.  3027,  by  Sen. 
support  levels  for  cotton  and 
and  Forestry  Committee.  Remark 


t,  to  provide  a  s vs tern  of  graduated  price 
based  upom.amounts  produced;  to  Agriculture 
of  author,  p.  9b0. 


12.  FORESTRY.  S.  3032,  by  Sen.  Duff  (for  himself  and  others),  granting  the  consent 
and  approval  of  Congress  to/the  Middle  Atlantic  Interstate  Forest  Fire  Protec¬ 
tion  Compact;  to  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee.  \Remarks  of  author,  p.  9Ul r 


13. 


EDUCATION.  S.  3033,  by  Zen.  Thye  (for  himself  and  Sen.  Bridges),  to  extend  the 
duration  of  Public  Law'  8l5,  8lst  Congress,  which  provides  'for  school  construc¬ 
tion  assistance  to  local  educational  agencies  in  areas  affepted  by  Federal 
activities;  to  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  Committee. 


lU .  PURCHASING.  S.  >037,  by  Sen.  Thurmond,  to  prevent  the  allocation. of  procurement 
contracts  to  certain  designated  geographical  areas;  to  Government\pperations 
Committee.  Remarks  of  author,  p.  9bl. 


15b  FARE’  LOANS/"  S,  303b,  bv  Sen.  Carlson,  H.R.  8720,  by  p,  _very,  H.P,  by/ 

Horan,  H /  .  8736,  bv  Rep.  Jensen,  H.R.  87b6,  by  Rep.  iller,  Nebr.,  anc\H.R. 
87?2,  by  Rep.  Schwengel,  to  amend  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  enant  Act  to  adjust 
the  Loan  limitations  of  title  II  so  as  to  provide  more  effective  assistant\to 
production  and  subsistence  loan  borrowers;  to  Agriculture  and  Forestry  and 
aiculture  Committees. 
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For  actions  of  January  27,  1% 

8l*th-2nd,  No/ll* 


Adjournment. . ....6  Forestry.*...,,..., . ,ii  Publications .  ..2 

Animal  disuse... . 7  Legislative  program. 8  Reclamation, ,4. . 11 

Brucellosis  ••V* ......... .7  Loans, . «,. . . . . ,3  Research, 

Disaster  reliefs . .......  ,3  Mining. . b  School  mi. 

Fisheries . .\..  ......9  Nominations . 1  Taxatioi 

Flood  control ,12  Organization . ....10  Transportation . .....5 


HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  confirmed  McLain  nomination.  Several  Senators  discussed 
Department  letter  to  Harper's  magazine.  Senate  adopted  conference  report  on  bill 
to  increase  funds  available  to  SBiMYor  disaster/loans .  House  committee  ordered 
reported  bill  to  increase  school  milk  and  brup^llosis  programs 


SENATE 

NOMINATION.  Confirmed  the  DOTiination  of  Marvin  I\  McLain  to  be  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  and  member  of  the  CCJS  Board  of  Directors.  p.\l257 

PUBLICATIONS.  Several  ^Senators  discussed  the  letter  fr<  q>m  this  Department  to 
Harper' s  Magazine,  p.  121*8 


3. 


DISASTER  LOANS.  Adopted  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  787^.  to  increase  the 
funds  available/'to  the  Small  Business  Administration  for  disaster  loans,  p, 
1236 


FORESTRY;  MINING.  Sen.  Goldwater  criticized  a  newspaper  article  reporting  on  the 
A1  Sarehy  mining  case.  p.  12l*6 


TRANSPORTATION.  Sen.  Humphrey  spoke  in  favor  of  and  inserted  several  le'tters 
and yre solutions  favorable  to  the  construction  of  the  Upper  Harbor  FrojecPpin 
MiMn.  p.  1300 


JOURNED  until  Mon.,  Jan.  30.  p.  1303 
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HOUSE 


7.  SCHOOL  MILK;  BRUCELLOSIS.  The  Agriculture  Committee  ordered  favorably  reported 
H.  R.  8320,  amended,  to  increase  funds  available  for  the  special  school  milk 
program  and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the  fiscal  vear  1956 
(p .  D6h ) .  The  Daily  Digest  states:  "The  amendments  would  (l)  increase  the 
amount  of  the  school  milk  program  from  >50  to  ..-60  million  and  (2)  increase  the 
brucellosis  research  fund  from  ?l5  to  .pi  7  million." 


Q.  LEGISLATE  PROGRAM.  The  Daily  Digest  states  that  on  Monday  the  House  will 
consideril.  .  8780,  to  provide  relief  from  Federal  excise  tax  on  gasoline^ 
for  farm  ute;  and  that  the  House  may  also  act  on  the  conference  report  on 
H.  R.  7871 increase  funds  available  to  the  Small  Business  Administration 
for  disaster  \oans .  p.  D65 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


9.  FISHERIES.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Sen.  Magnus on  stating  that  "pust  as  research 
has  pointed  the  wav  for  industrv  and  agriculture,  it  holds  tr^dendous  promise 
in  restoring  our  Nortn^f acific  salmon  runs"  and  inserting  2  newspaper  article 
on  this  subject,  p.  AS? 


10.  REORGANIZATION.  Sen.  Smith\N„J.,  inserted  Geo.  E.  Strjhh- fellow' s,  vice- 

president  of  the  Thos .  A.  Fdison  Co,,  recent  a ddress  paving  tribute  to  former 
President  Hoover  and  his  Commission  on  the  Organisation  of  the  Executive 
Branch,  o.  A85U  ' 


11,  RECLAMATION.  Sen.  Magnus  on  commends^.  and  inserted  a  newspaper  editorial, 
"Irrigation  in  Columbia  Basin  Already  Paving'  Big  Tividends."  p.  i: 857 


RESOLUTIONS  SUBMITTED 


12. 


FLOOD  CONTROL.  Sen.  Neuberger  submitted  and  spoke  in  favor  of  a  resolution 
(S.  ^es.  201)  to  express  the  sense/of  the  Senate  to  provide  funds  for  federal 
projects  for  hydroelectric,  floo^  control,  irrigation,  or  navigation  purposes 
in  sums  equal  to  amounts  extended  to  foreign  countries  for  the  same  purposes; 
to  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee,  p.  12-38-9. 


-0- 


COMHITTEE  HEARINGS  TO  BE  HELD: 

Jan.  30:  USDA  appropriations,  H.  ^ppropri ations  (exec)  (Off  ^of  •See'"',  Info,,  and 
Lib .  to  testify) . 

Disaster  insurance ,  IT.  Bankin;  and  Currency  (HI-IFA  and  to  testify). 
Economic ^report ,  Jt.  Committee  on  Economic  Report  (exec)s( Burns  to  testify). 
Feb.  6  and  7’  Rills  for  cotton  export  at  competitive  prices,  import  control  on 
cotton  products,  and  increases  in  cotton  allotments,  H.  Agriculture  (USDA 
witness  rot  yet  designated) . 
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report  on  bill  to  increase  funds  available 
ttoe  reported  bill  to  increase  school  milk 
debate  on  bill  to  relieve  farmers  of  ex- 
Metcalf  and  Jones,  Mo.,  criticized  Depart- 
rffmar\ defended  Department's  actions,  (cont'd 
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1.  DISASTER  LOANS.  Adopted  the/conference  report  on  H.  R.  7871,  to  authorize  an 
increase  in  funds  available  to  the  SBA  for  disaster  loans,  (p.  1370).  The 
Senate  adopted  the  conference  report  on  Fri.,\Jan.  27.  This  bill  is  now  ready 
for  the  President. 


TAXATION.  Considere^jr  H.  R,  8780,  to  provide  for  the  relief  of  farmers  from 
the  Federal  excise/tax  on  g  asoline  used  on  the  farm\  A  roll  call  vote  is  to 

be  taken  on  the  passage  of  the  bill  today,  Jan.  31.  Pk,  1372 

3.  SCHOOL  MILK:;  BRUCELLOSIS.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendment 

H*  R.  8320,  to  provide  for  an  increase  in  funds  for  the  school  milk  and  bru¬ 

cellosis  programs  (H.  Rept.  1696).  p.  li+03 


4.  PERSONNEL.  Rep.  Metcalf  criticized  the  Department's  reply  to  a  ^Loyalty  case 
question  which  he  had  raised  and  suggested  that  the  r  eply  received  may  not 
havo/reflected  the  position  of  the  Department,  p.  1371  \ 

Received  from  the  Comptroller  General  a  report  on  the  audit  of >the  civil 
irvice  retirement  and  disability  fund  for  the  fiscal  years  1955  and  1933)  to 
’the  Government  Operations  Committee,  p.  ll|02  \ 
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$.>■  TRANSPORTATION.  The  'merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  Committee  reported  with 

'  amendment  S.  2286,  to  provide  for  the  utilization  of  privatel'!r  owned  ships  fc 
the  transportation  of  personal  vehicles  of  certain  defense  Depart  lent  per¬ 
sonnel.  (H.  Rept.  1686).  p,  lli.02 

6.  PUBLICaTMS.  Teps.  Pet-calf,  Jones,  No.,  and  O'Hara  criticized  this  TWrt  lent' s 

nrocedureVn  replying  to  a  Harper's  agazine  article.  Pep.  Hon  an  defended 
the  policy  of  this  Department,  pp.  1371,  1372 

7.  FOREIGN  TRADE .\Rep .  Bailey  discussed  the  various  provisions  of  GM*T  and  urged 

that  the  Congress  not  surrender  its  powers  in  the  field  of  foreign  trade  to 
such  an  international  organization,  p.  1380 

8.  RECLAMATION .  Rep.  HWer  alleged  that  the  geological  structure  of  the. 

reservoir  area  of  theMJpper  Colorado  reclamation  project  would  prohibit  con¬ 
struction  of  the  projebt.  p.  1389 


9.  COiSJITTEES .  Received  the  personnel  and  fiscal  report/of  the  Agriculture 
Committee  and  others,  p.  1396 

\  SENATE 

10,  FAD-  PROGRAM.  Sen.  T  atkins  inserted  his  statement  filed  with  the  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  Committee  stressing  uhe  sound  condition  of  American  agriculture 
and  commending  the  President's  agricultural  program,  p.  1318 


r 


11.  PERSONNEL.  Received  the  Comptroller 
audit  report  on  findings  relating  to 
fund.  p.  1306 


Ge&6ral's  letter  transmitting  the  annual 
i  civil  service  retirement  and  disability 


12.  ATOMIC  ENERGY.  Received  the  Atomj/c  Energy 

p.  1306 


rnnission's  semi-annual  report. 


13.  ELECTRIFICATION.  Sen.  Murray/inserted  a  NationaT\Rural  "lectric  Cooperative 

Assoc,  resolution  condemning  the  report  of  the  Presidential  Advisor^  C-ommittef 
on  Water  Pe sources  Policy  and  urged,  instead,  the  ^ s tabli shment  of  river- 
basin  agencies  such  as  iK/A  and  that  recommended  in  the  Mo.  Basin  Survey 
Commission  Report.  P./1308 

lU .  PUBLICATIONS.  Several  Senators  discussed  the  letter  from\this  Department  to 
Harper' s  magazine,,  pp.  1323,  1333 

/  . 

15.  ' RiTER. ;  LOBBYING/.  Sen.  vatkins  criticized  the  activities  of  the  southern 

California  water  lobby  relating  to  the  Colorado  River  water  storage  project, 
and  inserted  several  articles  regarding  the  matter  (p.  1330)7  Sen.  Kuche 1  e x- 
pressed  resentment  over  Sen.  Matkins'  remarks,  (p.  1333)* 

16.  'OMINATLON .  Sen.  Ueuberger,  joined  by  Sen.  Morse,  criticized  the  nomination 
of  1  e/ley  A.  B'  "wart  to  be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  Interior,  and  inserted 
several  articles  in  opposition  to  it.  p.  1355 

17.  L/6lSlATIVE  PROGRAM.  Majority  Leader  Johnson  announced  that  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  pending  business  the  Senate  may  consider  the  following  bills:  S.  2m6U, 
extending  to  the  1956  durum  wheat  crop  the  acreage  allotments  provided  for  i> 
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ADDITIONAL  FUNDS  FOR  SCHOOL  MILK  AND  BRUCEL¬ 
LOSIS  ERADICATION  PROGRAMS  FOR  THE  CURRENT 
FISCAL  YEAR 


January  30,  1956. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Cooley,  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  8320] 

The  Committee  on  Agriculture,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8320)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  special  school  milk  program 
and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1956,  having  considered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon 
with  amendments  and  recommend  that  the  bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  6,  strike  out  the  words  “of  agriculture”. 

Page  2,  line  7,  strike  out  “$20,000,000”  and  insert  “$17,000,000”. 

Page  2,  lines  9  and  10,  strike  out  “funds  appropriated  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture”  and  insert  “appropriation  item  ‘Plant 
and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Control’  in  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  Appropriation  Act”. 

STATEMENT 

The  pui’pose  of  this  bill  is  to  increase  the  funds  available  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  the  special  school  milk  program  and  the  brucel¬ 
losis  eradication  program  authorized  by  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954. 
Since  both  of  these  programs  are  designed  to  a_ssist  in  the  stabilization  J 
of  prices  for  the  dairy  industry,  the  funds  with  which  to  carry  them  f 
out  are  authorized  by  the  1954  act  to  be  made  available  from  fundc? 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

Section  1  will  increase  from  $50  million  to  $60  million  the  amount  of 
money  available  for  the  school  milk  program  in  this  fiscal  year. 
Without  this  additional  money,  the  program  in  about  20  States  would 
have  to  be  curtailed  or  discontinued  before  the  end  of  the  school  year. 
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Section  2  makes  available  an  additional  $2  million  for  the  brucellosis 
eradication  program  for  this  fiscal  year.  In  the  case  of  this  program 
also,  progress  has  been  so  rapid  in  some  of  the  States  that  the  program 
would  have  to  be  curtailed  or  discontinued  before  the  end  of  the  fiscal 
year  in  those  States  unless  this  additional  money  is  made  available. 

The  committee  wishes  to  point  out  that  this  bill  is  an  emergency 
measure  to  provide  funds  which  are  needed  immediately  for  the 
balance  of  this  fiscal  year  and  that  it  is  not  intended  to  prejudice  in 
any  manner  action  which  has  already  been  taken  by  this  committee 
(in  H.  R.  12)  to  extend  both  of  these  programs  beyond  the  current 
fiscal  year  and  to  increase  the  amount  of  money  available  in  future 
years. 

Following  is  the  report  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  recom¬ 
mending  enactment  of  the  bill  and  explaining  in  some  detail  the  need 
for  additional  funds.  The  amendments  made  by  the  committee  are 
those  recommended  by  the  Department  in  its  report  on  the  bill. 

DEPARTMENT  REPORT 


January  19,  1956. 

Hon.  Harold  D.  Cooley, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Agriculture, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Congressman  Cooley:  This  is  in  reply  to  Mr.  Heimburger’s  telephone 
request  of  January  13,  1956,  for  a  report  on  H.  R.  8320,  a  bill  to  amend  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the 
special  school  milk  program  and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956. 

Section  1  of  the  bill  amends  section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  to  increase  the  maximum  authorized  use  of  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  funds  for  the  special  school  milk  program  from  $50  million  to  $60  million 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956. 

The  Department  favors  this  provision  in  order  to  insure  that  the  special  school 
milk  program  will  continue  intact  during  the  remainder  of  the  present  school  year. 

Current  estimates  indicate  that  total  program  expenditures  this  year,  assuming 
no  limitation  on  funds,  may  not  be  much  in  excess  of  $50  million.  However,  we 
face  a  situation  where  12  States  are  already  seriously  short  of  funds  in  relationship 
to  their  allotment,  an  additional  7  States  are  expected  to  be  short  of  funds  later 
on  in  the  school  year,  and  the  remaining  States  will  have  sufficient  or  excess  funds 
by  the  end  of  the  school  year.  We  have  already  obtained  a  release  of  $3.7  million 
previously  scheduled  for  payment  to  States  with  surplus  funds,  and  additional 
amounts  can  be  shifted  to  the  deficit  States  later  on  in  the  school  year.  This, 
however,  will  not  meet  the  current  need  for  funds  in  the  most  critical  States. 

The  additional  $10  million  authorization  is  needed  primarily  to  provide  sufficient 
flexibility  in  the  management  of  program  funds  to  prevent  the  discontinuance  or 
disruption  of  the  program  in  any  State  before  the  end  of  the  school  year. 

Section  2  of  the  bill  provides  for  a  further  acceleration  of  the  brucellosis  eradica¬ 
tion  program  by  authorizing  an  increase  in  the  limitation  of  $15  million  to  $20 
million  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956. 

The  Department  is  opposed  to  section  2  of  H.  R.  8320  as  written,  but  would 
favor  enactment  if  it  is  amended  as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  6.  Delete  the  words  “of  Agriculture”. 

Page  2,  line  7.  Delete  “$20,000,000”  and  insert  “$17,000,000”. 

Page  2,  lines  9  and  10.  Delete  the  words  “funds  appropriated  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “appropriation  item  ‘Plant  and 
Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Control’  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act”. 

Enactment  of  section  2  of  the  proposed  legislation  would  prevent  the  disruption 
of  the  accelerated  brucellosis  program  since  it  has  now  become  necessary  to  curtail 
the  cooperative  programs  in  the  States  in  order  to  operate  within  the  $15  million 
limitation.  Although  we  agree  that  $5  million  additional  is  needed  on  an  annual 
basis,  we  believe  that,  since  there  remain  less  than  6  months  of  the  fiscal  year 
1956,  an  additional  amount  not  to  exceed  $2  million  would  be  sufficient  to  meet 
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the  present  needs  for  this  fiscal  year.  The  other  suggested  changes  in  language 
are  made  to  conform  with  the  existing  language  of  section  204  (e)  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Act  of  1954. 

Considerable  progress  has  been  made  by  the  accelerated  brucellosis  eradication 
program  authorized  by  the  Congress  in  August  1954  and  announced  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  September  1954.  The  purpose  of  the  special  effort 
is  to  eliminate  both  the  disease  and  infected  cattle  as  rapidly  as  possible.  The 
first  step  in  this  process  in  dairy  cattle  is  to  locate  infected  herds  through  the  use 
of  the  brucellosis  ring  test  (BRT)  applied  to  herd  milk  or  cream,  and  to  locate 
individual  animals  through  the  use  of  the  blood  test. 

The  elimination  of  these  infected  animals  has  been  speeded  up  by  the  use  of 
increased  Federal  and  State  indemnity  payments  for  animals  slaughtered  because 
of  brucellosis.  The  following  figures  indicate  the  rate  of  increase: 


Fiscal  year 
1954 

Fiscal  year 
1955 

Fiscal  year 
1956  ‘ 

Reactors  found  . . . .  . 

235,  666 

365,  247 
259,  626 
221,  578 

400, 000 
390,000 
340, 000 

Reactors  slaughtered _  -  _  _  __ 

120,  897 

Reactors  indemnified  _  _ _  _  __ 

47,  752 

1  Projected  figures  for  the  fiscal-year  based  on  reports  of  activities  during  the  first  5  months  of  the  year. 


Even  though  State  funds  for  carrying  out  the  cooperative  eradication  program 
have  been  increased  from  a  total  of  $11,233,731  in  fiscal  year  1955  to  $15,775,099 
for  fiscal  year  1956,  or  an  increase  of  over  $4%  million,  they,  with  the  Federal 
support  available,  have  not  been  adequate  to  meet  program  demands  in  fiscal 
year  1956.  Total  Federal  support  has  consisted  of  the  $15  million  authorized  to 
be  transferred  from  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  funds  plus  the  $3,774,000 
regular  appropriation  item  for  this  project.  Federal  funds  are  being  used  to 
carry  out  the  cooperative  program  with  the  States,  and  have  not  supplanted 
State  funds. 

In  comparing  the  results  of  the  accelerated  program,  program  activities  carried 
out  during  the  calendar  year  1954  through  the  month  of  October,  when  the 
speedup  in  efforts  began,  can  be  compared  with  the  same  period  in  1955.  For 
example,  for  the  first  10  months  in  1954,  8,009,085  cattle  were  blood  tested,  com¬ 
pared  with  14,254,769  for  that  period  in  1955.  In  addition,  an  estimated 
15,329,470  cattle  were  tested  with  the  brucellosis  ring  test  through  October  1954, 
compared  with  an  estimated  21,335,476  for  that  period  in  1955.  As  of  October 
1954,  a  total  of  344  counties  were  modified  certified  brucellosis-free  compared  with 
405  counties  by  October  1955.  As  of  October  1954,  55,580  herds  had  been  certi¬ 
fied  as  compared  to  77,895  by  October  1955. 

Incidence  of  infection,  based  on  the  results  of  blood  testing,  varies  from  month 
to  month,  but  over  a  fairly  narrow  range.  When  the  accelerated  program 
started  in  October  1954,  rate  of  infection  was  reported  as  2.4  percent.  It  has 
stayed  at  about  that  level  even  though  many  animals  not  previously  under  the 
program  have  been  included  in  the  testing  results  reported. 

Since  1950  the  States’  support  for  the  cooperative  program  has  exceeded  that 
of  the  Federal  Government.  For  approximately  2  years  prior  to  fiscal  year  1955, 
the  State  support  was  running  2  to  times  that  available  from  the  Federal 
Government.  The  authorization  for  the  transfer  of  $15  million  additional  for  the 
fiscal  year  1955  resulted  in  a  great  impetus  to  the  program,  and  it-  expanded  and 
accelerated  rapidly,  beginning  in  October  1954.  Because  of  the  accelerated 
program  only  operating  approximately  8  months  of  the  fiscal  year  1955,  the 
Federal  funds  available  in  addition  to  the  State  support  were  adequate  to  meet  the 
program  needs.  By  the  fiscal  year  1956,  the  program  had  accelerated  to  the 
extent  that  demands  for  support  of  the  cooperative  program  from  the  States 
were  in  excess  of  the  funds  available. 

The  interruption  or  disruption  of  a  disease-control  program  through  curtailment, 
restriction,  or  elimination  of  program  funds  has  a  very  serious  effect  because  the 
disease  is  allowed  to  spread  and  gain  entrance  into  areas  that  have  been  cleaned  up. 
Both  the  State  and  the  Federal  Governments  have  invested  heavily  in  programs 
in  certain  States  where  the  program  is  moving  to  such  an  extent  that  it  seems 
possible  to  certify  the  States  during  this  fiscal  year.  Large  investments  of  State 
and  Federal  funds  have  been  made  in  programs  in  many  other  States  that  have 
now  reached  the  point  where  any  interruption  of  the  program  would  result  in 
costly  delays  which  would  necessitate  additional  expenditures  in  the  future  to 
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regain  the  ground  that  would  be  lost  if  the  program  were  to  be  curtailed  at  this 
time. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  there  is  no  objection  to  the  submission 
of  this  report. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Tkue  D.  Morse,  Acting  Secretary. 

CHANGES  IN  EXISTING  LAW 

In  compliance  with  paragraph  2a  of  rule  XIII  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  changes  made  by  the  bill  are  shown  as 
follows  (existing  law  proposed  to  be  omitted  is  enclosed  in  brackets, 
new  matter  is  printed  in  italic,  existing  law  in  which  no  change  is 
proposed  is  shown  in  roman): 

Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  Amended 
*  *  *  *  *  *  * 

TITLE  II— DESIGNATED  NONBASIC  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Sec.  201.  *  *  * 

(c)  The  price  of  whole  milk,  butterfat,  and  the  products  of  such  commodities, 
respectively,  shall  be  supported  at  such  level  not  in  excess  of  90  per  centum  nor 
less  than  75  per  centum  of  the  parity  price  therefor  as  the  Secretary  determines 
necessary  in  order  to  assure  an  adequate  supply.  Such  price  support  shall  be 
provided  through  loans  on,  or  purchases  of,  milk  and  the  products  of  milk  and 
butterfat,  and  for  the  period  ending  March  31,  1956,  surplus  stocks  of  dairy 
products  owned  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  be  disposed  of  by 
any  methods  determined  necessary  by  the  Secretary.  [B  eginning  September  1, 
1954,  and  ending  June  30,  1956,  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000  annually  of  funds  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  be  used  to  increase  the  consumption  of 
fluid  milk  by  children  in  non-profit  schools  of  high  school  grade  and  under.] 
For  the  -period  beginning  September  1,  1954,  and  ending  June  SO,  1955,  not  to  exceed 
$50,000,000,  and  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  SO,  1956,  not  to  exceed  $60,000,000, 
of  the  funds  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  be  used  to  increase  the  con¬ 
sumption  of  fluid  milk  by  children  in  nonprofit  schools  of  high-school  grade  and  under. 


Agricultural  Act  of  1954 

TITLE  II— AMENDMENTS  TO  AGRICULTURAL  ACT  OF  1949,  AS 
AMENDED,  AND  RELATED  LEGISLATION 
******* 

Sec.  204.  *  *  * 

(e)  [As  a  means  of  stabilizing  the  dairy  industry  and  further  suppressing  and 
eradicating  brucellosis  in  cattle,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  transfer  not  to 
exceed  $15,000,000  annually  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  funds  available  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  the  appropriation  item  “Plant  and  Animal 
Disease  and  Pest  Control”  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
Act,  1955,  for  the  purpose  of  accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  program, 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  to  not  to  exceed  $50  per  head  of  cattle  the  amount 
of  the  indemnities  paid  by  the  Federal  Government  for  cattle  destroyed  because 
of  brucellosis  in  connection  with  cooperative  control  and  eradication  programs 
for  such  disease  in  cattle  entered  into  by  the  Secretary  under  the  authority  of 
the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as  amended  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  number 
of  such  indemnities,  and  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  any  additional  administrative 
expenses  in  connection  therewith.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
annually  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  for  expenditures  pursuant  to  this  section.]  As  a  means  of  stabilizing 
the  dairy  industry  and  further  suppressing  and  eradicating  brucellosis  in  cattle,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to  transfer  not  to  exceed  $20,000,000  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  from,  funds  available  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
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Corporation  to  the  funds  appropriated  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  such 
fiscal  year  for  the  purpose  of  accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  program,  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  to  not  to  exceed  $50  per  head  of  cattle  the  amount  of  the  indemnities 
paid  by  the  Federal  Government  for  cattle  destroyed  because  of  brucellosis  in  connection 
with  cooperative  control  and  eradication  programs  for  such  disease  in  cattle  entered 
into  by  the  Secretary  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as  amended, 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  such  indemnities,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
defraying  any  additional  administrative  expenses  in  connection  therewith.  There  are 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  slims  as  may  be  necessary  to  reimburse 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  expenditures  pursuant  to  this  section. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

January  12,  1956 

Mr.  Abernethy  introduced  the  following  bill ;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture 

January  30, 1956 

Reported  with  amendments,  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


A  BILL 

To  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  special  school  milk  program 
and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1956. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  last  sentence  of  section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricul- 

4  tural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 

5  lows:  “For  the  period  beginning  September  1,  1954,  and 

6  ending  June  30,  1955,  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000,  and  for 

7  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  not  to  exceed 

8  $60,000,000,  of  the  funds  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 

9  poration  shall  be  used  to  increase  the  consumption  of  fluid 
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milk  by  children  in  nonprofit  schools  of  high-school  grade 
and  under.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  204  (e)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1954  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  uAs  a  means  of  stabi¬ 
lizing  the  dairy  industry  and  further  suppressing  and  eradi¬ 
cating  brucellosis  in  cattle,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
authorized  to  transfer  not  to  exceed  $30,OOQtOOO  $17,000,- 
000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  from  funds 
available  to  the  Community  Credit  Corporation  to  the  funds 
appropriated  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  appropria¬ 
tion  item  “Plant  and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Control” 
in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act  for 
such  fiscal  year  for  the  purpose  of  accelerating  the  brucellosis 
eradication  program,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  to  not 
to  exceed  $50  per  head  of  cattle  the  amount  of  the  indemni¬ 
ties  paid  by  the  Federal  Government  for  cattle  destroyed 
because  of  brucellosis  in  connection  with  cooperative  control 
and  eradication  programs  for  such  disease  in  cattle  entered 
into  by  the  Secretary  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  May 
29,  1884,  as  amended,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the 
number  of  such  indemnities,  and  for  the  purpose  of  defraying 
any  additional  administrative  expenses  in  connection  there¬ 
with.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  reimburse  the  Commoditv 
Credit  Corporation  for  expenditures  pursuant  to  this  section.” 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  passed  bill  to  incr^jse  school  milk  and  brucellosis  programs, 
Sen.  Kefauver  criticized  and  Sens.  Dirks 

of  the  Secretary.  Rep.  Philbin  spoke  in/Vvor  of  disaster  insurance. 


HOUSE 


SCHOOL  MILK j  BRUCELLOSIS.  Passed  as  reported  H,  R.  8320,  to  provide  for  an 
increase,  for  the  fiscal  year  1956,  in  funds  available  for  the  school  milk 
program  from  lj>50  to  +>60  million,  and  for  the  brucellosis  eradication  program 
from  $15  to  $17  million,  p.  1577 

2.  DISASTER  INSURANCE,  ifep.  Philbin  discussed  the  features  of  his  bill  H.  k.  791+1+ , 

to  provide  for  a  Funeral  corporation  to  reinsure  disaster  insurance,  P 

is  based  on  the  §^perience  of  the  War  Damage  Corporation^  p.  1  0l+ 

3.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Ae p.  Reuss  discussed  his  bill  H.  R.  8911+  *  to  fh^ovide  for  a  di¬ 

verted  acreage  plan  integrated  with  general  conservation  practices  in  relation 
to  our  natural  resources  and  the  civil  deiense  program.  p„  lo0 

1+.  FEED  WHE/  .  Rep.  Hoffman  urged  consideration  of  a  bill  to  remove  the  penalties 
cn  fa/ers  who  exceed  their  acreage  allotments  and  Wheat '-fed  to  livestock  or 
pouliry.  He  alleged  that  the  Agriculture  Committee  was  retarding  the ^progress 

ofyxhe  bill.  p.  1581 
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Liii'DS.  ep.  Harvey  urged  favorable  consideration  of  his  bill  to  re 
Defense  Department  from  leasing  certain  lands  it  ox  ms  to  far  ers  for 
tural  purposes,  p.  1580 


6.  TN.CLttf\TION.  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  role  for  the  consideration 

S.  926\to  authorize  the  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  t, 

Ventura  \iver  reclamation  project,  Calif,  p.  1610 

SENATE 

7.  HOUSING.  Both  Rouses  received  a  report  of  the  Budget  Bureau  on /its  Circular 

No.  A-i-5,  prescribing  regulations  on  rental  of  Go’rernment-owqea  housing  to 
employees,  etc.  \pp .  l5o5,  1610 

8.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Both  Houses  received,  a  Budget  bureau  letthr  reporting  that  the 

administrative-expense  authorization  of  the  _CCC  for  the/fiscal  year  1956  had 
been  reapportioned  on  k  basis  which  indicates  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate  of  administrative-expense  authorization;  tq/Appropriations  Committees. 

pp.  l5o5,  1610  \  / 

GSA.  Both  Houses  received  the  annual  report  of  £25a.  pp.  1505,  1610 
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10.  ICC.  Both  Houses  received  the-  annual  report  /£  ICC.  pp.  1505*  1610 

11.  CONSERVATION. 
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12. 


Sen.  Langer  inserted^  N.  Dale.  Assoc,  of  Soil  Conservation 
Districts  resolution  urging  that  Congress  support,  research  on  problems  per¬ 
taining  to  soil  and  water  conservation,  p.  l50o 

PRICE  SUPPORT.  Sen.  Langer  inserted  a  l\ckey  Co.,  N.  Dak.,  Farmers  Union 
resolution  demanding  100  percent  pf  parity  for  farm  commodities,  p.  1506 


13.  REORGANIZATION.  Sen.  Langer  inserted  a  Nich\  League  of  Republican  Women 
resolution  favoring  early  adoption  of  the  recommendations  of  the  Hoover 


Commission  report,  p.  1507 
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15. 


16. 


PIES.  Sen.  <:cClellan  submitted  the  report  of  the  Government  Operations  Com¬ 
mittee,  "Fees  for  Govepranent  Services,"  and.  inserted  his  statement  explaining 
the  report'  (S.  Rept.  Hi.6 7 7^  p.  1567  \ 

/  \ 

LIVESTOCK.  Sen.  All'ott  commended  the  cooperation  betxxeen  the  Defense  and 
Agriculture  Deptsd'  in  accelerating  the  purchase  of  beef,  and  inserted  a 
statement  of  the'  Cattle  x^eeders  Committee  recommending  incVeased  purchases, 
p.  1521 

Fa PN  PROGRARf  Sen.  Kefauver  criticized  and  Sens.  Dirksen  and  Cape,  S.  Dak., 
defended  activities  of  the  Secretary,  p.  1529 
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FOPGJGN  TRaDE.  Rep.  Gordon  inserted  a  newspaper  article  stating  that 
l^nd  is  America's  best  cash  customer  in  Europe  and  showing  a  list  of  tm  major 
port  products  including  cotton,  tobacco,  and  fruits  and  vegetables,  p- Vi 012 


SXi: 


'■-'7KATHrR .  Pep.  ’"’atcher  inserted  a  nexrapaper  article,  "Far  er  at  Here  of 
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SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
itleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 

Reed]. 

Mr.  RE0^  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  Joe  Manlove.  He 
was  a  great  friend  of  mine,  and  we  kept 
up  a  correspondence  over  the  years  until 
recently.  He  was ,  a  very  genial,  fine 
man,  and  a  great  patriot,  and  I  regret 
exceedingly  his  passini 
Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  'Speaker,  I  ask 


almost  1  billion  half  pints.  More  schools 
are  joining  the  program  constantly,  as 
they  complete  arrangements  for  distribu¬ 
tion  of  milk. 

The  Federal  Government  pays  up  to 
4  cents  a  half  pint  on  the  cost  of  this 
milk. 

I  want  to  emphasize  that  this  is  one  of 
J  the  most  important  programs  ever  oper- 
|  hted  by  our  Government  in  the  interest 
of  the  health  of  our  children.  I  am  sure 


unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend  that  everyone  here  wants  to  see  the  pro- 
my  remarks,  and  I  also  ask,  unanimous  gram  continued  throughout  this  fiscal 
consent  that  all  Members  ni^y  extend  year.  Failure  to  pass  this  bill  will  result 
their  remarks  at  this  point  in  thertECORD.  in  the  program  being  completely  halted 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objeNmn  to  f  in  most  sections  of  the  country, 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  Icom 
Missouri? 


ere  was  no  objection. 


I  should  point  out  that  H.  R.  12,  al¬ 
ready  approved  by  the  House  and  now 


AMENDING  AGRICULTURAL  ACTS 
OF  1949  AND  1954 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  immedi¬ 
ate  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8320) 
to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949 
and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  with 
respect  to  the  special  school  milk  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  brucellosis-eradication 
program  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1956. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
and  I  do  not  intend  to  object,  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  to  give  me  a  brief  explanation  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  H.  R. 
8320  is  in  two  sections  and  is  designed 
to  accomplish  two  distinct  purposes. 

First,  the  bill  increases  the  author¬ 
ized  use  of  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  funds  for  the  special  school  milk 
program  from  $50  million  to  $60  million 
for  the  current  school  year. 

Second,  the  bill  provides  for  a  further 
acceleration  of  the  brucellosis-eradica¬ 
tion  program  among  cattle  by  author¬ 
izing  an  increase  from  $15  million  to 
$17  million  in  the  Federal  funds  avail¬ 
able  in  this  joint  Federal-State  activity 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  this  June  30. 

These  increases  in  funds  follow  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  recommendation 
as  to  the  amount  that  can  be  expended 
advantageously  in  these  programs. 

This  bill  insures  that  the  special  school 
milk  program  will  continue  uninter¬ 
rupted  during  the  remainder  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  school  term.  This  program,  which 
Congress  authorized  in  1954,  has  been 
very  successful  in  disposing  of  surplus 
milk  and  improving  the  health  of  pur 
children.  There  is  no  way  of  measur¬ 
ing  its  value  in  terms  of  the  health  of 
our  schoolchildren.  More  than  62,000 
schools  already  are  participating  in 
this  program,  which  represents  about 
a  50-percent  increase  within  a  year. 

It  is  estimated  that  this  school  milk 
already  reaches  approximately  one-half 
the  Nation’s  children  up  through  the 
high-school  grades,  and  the  distribution 
in  the  current  school  year  will  amount  to 


Spending  before  the  Senate  Committee 
ron  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  would  pro¬ 
vide  $75  million  for  the  school  milk  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  fiscal  year  beginning  July 
1, 1956. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  second  section  of  this 
legislation  also  is  of  utmost  importance. 
It  expands  our  program  to  eradicate 
brucellosis  among  cattle. 

Considerable  progress  has  been  made 
since  the  accelerated  program  was  au¬ 
thorized  by  Congress  in  1954.  This  is  a 
cooperative  program  with  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  States  sharing  the 
cost.  The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
eliminate  both  the  disease  and  the  in¬ 
fected  cattle  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

Such  elimination  has  been  speeded  up 
by  increased  Federal  and  State  indem¬ 
nity  payments  for  animals  slaughtered 
because  of  brucellosis. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture,  in 
supporting  the  increased  authorization 
said  that  even  though  State  funds  for 
carrying  out  the  cooperative  eradication 
project  have  been  increased  from  $11,- 
233,731  in  fiscal  1955  to  $15,775,099  for 
1956,  they,  with  the  Federal  support 
available,  have  not  been  adequate  to 
meet  program  demands  in  the  current 
fiscal  year. 

Federal  funds  are  being  used  to  carry 
out  the  cooperative  program  with  the 
States  and  have  not  supplanted  State 
funds. 

The  interruption  or  disruption  of  any 
disease  control  program  through  a  lack 
of  funds  has  a  very  serious  effect  be¬ 
cause  the  disease  is  allowed  to  spread 
and  gain  in  areas  that  have  been  cleaned 
up.  Both  the  State  and  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernments  have  invested  heavily  in  pro¬ 
grams  in  certain  States  where  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  making  such  substantial  prog¬ 
ress  that  it  seems  possible  to  certify 
the  States  as  brucellosis-free  during 
this  fiscal  year. 

Large  investments  of  State  and  Fed¬ 
eral  funds  have  been  made  in  programs 
in  many  other  States  that  have  now 
reached  the  point  where  any  interruption 
of  the  program  would  result  in  costly 
delays  which  would  necessitate  addi¬ 
tional  expenditures  in  the  future  to  re¬ 
gain  lost  ground. 

H.  R.  8320  is  intended  to  prevent  loss 
of  ground  in  this  important  program, 
and  to  keep  this  program  at  its  full  ef¬ 
fectiveness.  I  am  sure  the  Congress 
wants  to  participate  fully  with  the 
States  in  the  eradication  of  brucellosis 
until  the  job  is  done. 


Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  is  in  the  interest 
of  all  our  people  and  it  deserves  the 
unanimous  support  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  might  say  that  there  is 
a  unanimity  of  opinion  on  the  bill.  It 
was  reported  unanimously  from  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture.  It  had  a  fav¬ 
orable  report  from  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  has  been  cleared  by  the 
leadership  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr .  ABERNETHY.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  do  not  intend  to  object  to  the 
consideration  of  this  measure.  This  is 
emergency  legislation.  It  should  be 
passed  now  in  order  to  carry  on  two  very 
important  programs  dealing  with  the 
health  and  welfare  of  the  American 
people. 

I  withdraw  my  reservation  of  objec¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  as  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  August  H. 
Andresen]  said,  this  is  emergency  legis¬ 
lation. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object — and  I  shall  not  ob¬ 
ject — I  wish  to  commend  the  committee 
for  the  action  they  have  taken.  I  in¬ 
troduced  this  legislation,  along  with  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Aber- 
nethy].  There  are  22  States  in  need  of 
funds  under  the  brucellosis  eradication 
program  in  this  fiscal  year.  There  are 
19  States  in  which  the  School  Milk  Pro¬ 
gram  funds  are  running  out  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  and  they  will  need  funds  at  the 
close  of  this  quarter.  For  that  reason, 
this  bill  is  of  an  emergency  nature  and 
should  be  passed  as  soon  as  possible  by 
the  Congress. 

Outstanding  increases  in  milk  con¬ 
sumption  are  being  obtained  this  year 
under  the  special  milk  program.  In  fact, 
the  program  is  expanding  so  rapidly 
that  additional  legislation  is  required  in 
order  to  keep  the  program  running  with¬ 
out  disruption  until  the  end  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  school  term. 

This  action  today  is  an  immediate 
need  and  is  separate  from  legislation  that 
I  have  introduced  in  the  House  which 
calls  for  the  extension  of  the  program 
beyond  this  school  year  at  a  minimum 
level  of  $75  million  each  school  year. 

Tire  school  milk  program  v>as  de¬ 
veloped  by  our  committee  as  an  addi¬ 
tional  and  beneficial  means  of  providing 
price  supports  for  dairy  products.  I 
felt  that  no  finer  use  could  be  made  of 
our  abundant  milk  supply  than  its  in¬ 
creased  consumption,  as  fluid  milk,  by 
our  school  children.  I  also  felt  that 
rather  than  depend  solely  upon  the  pur¬ 
chase  and  storage  approach,  increased 
efforts  should  be  made  to  move  more  milk 
directly  into  consumption. 

The  actual  results  under  the  program 
are  more  than  living  up  to  our  ex¬ 
pectations.  By  mid-December  of  1955, 
more  than  62,000  schools  throughout  the 
country  were  in  the  program.  This  was 
more  schools  than  are  now  in  the  school 
lunch  program,  which  has  been  oper- 
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ating  since  1946.  Total  fluid  milk  use- 
age  under  the  program  this  year  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  about  800  million  pounds. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  has  re¬ 
ported  that,  in  a  study  covering  more 
than  1,400  individual  schools  in  15  States, 
sales  of  milk  under  the  program  in 
October  1955  were  80  percent  above  sales 
in  October  1953.  This  increase  was  over 
and  above  any  increase  in  milk  sold  as 
part  of  a  complete  lunch  in  these  schools. 

I  feel  certain  that  every  member  of 
the  House  wants  this  program  to  con¬ 
tinue  its  fine  contribution — both  to  the 
expansion  of  dairy  markets  and  to  the 
health  of  children.  The  bill  being  dis¬ 
cussed  here  today  was  introduced  by 
Congressman  Abernethy  and  myself  and 
would  increase  the  amount  of  Commod¬ 
ity  Credit  Corporation  funds  that  may 
be  used  for  the  program  this  year  from 
$50  million  to  $60  million,  or  by  $10 
million. 

I  understand  that  the  Department 
does  not  except  that  the  full  $60  million 
will  be  needed  this  year.  However,  in 
19  States  the  program  has  already  ex¬ 
panded  to  a  point  where  they  will  ex¬ 
haust  their  share  of  the  $50  million  in 
the  near  future.  Some  of  the  additional 
funds  needed  by  these  States  are  now 
being  met  out  of  funds  that  are  excess  to 
the  needs  of  other  States. 

However,  the  whole  situation  has  tend¬ 
ed  to  create  uncertainties  in  the  minds 
of  both  school  and  d£iry  people  in  some 
States.  They  are  wondering  if  they 
should  cut  back  their  efforts  to  promote 
the  program.  They  do  not  want  to  do 
this.  Neither  do  they  want  to  place 
schools  in  the  position  of  risking  any 
financial  losses. 

Action  by  the  Congress  to  increase  the 
authorization  to  $60  million  will  elimi¬ 
nate  these  uncertainties  on  the  part  of 
people  in  the  States  and  will  insure  the 
full  continuance  of  the  program  this 
year. 

I  feel  that  this  bill  deserves  the  full 
support  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  include 
here  the  testimony  of  Roy  Lennartson, 
Deputy  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  before  the  Dairy 
Subcommittee  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Agriculture  relating  to  the  1955-56 
special  school  milk  program,  January 
24,  1956,  at  10  a.  m.: 

We  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  very 
much  appreciate  this  opportunity  to  discuss 
legislation  designed  to  insure  that  the  spe¬ 
cial  school  milk  program  will  continue  in¬ 
tact  during  the  remainder  of  the  present 
school  year. 

The  legislation  with  which  this  hearing 
is  concerned  would  amend  section  201  (c) 
of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
to  increase  the  maximum  authorized  use  of 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  funds  for 
the  special  school  milk  program  from  $50 
million  to  $60  million  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  Jupe  30,  1956.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  favors  the  enactment  of  this 
amendment  as  promptly  as  possible. 

In  his  farm  message  to  the  Congress,  the 
President  reported  that  this  program  to  in¬ 
crease  fluid  milk  consumption  by  school- 
children  had  met  with  gratifying  success — - 
both  as  a  means  of  contributing  to  better 
health  habits  and  to  expanding  present  and 
future  farm  markets.  He  recommended 
that  the  program  be  extended  and  enlarged 
and  also  reported: 


"I  have  been  advised  that,  In  some  States, 
milk  program  funds  are  nearing  depletion. 
We  must  see  to  it  that  the  program  is  carried 
forward  intact  through  this  fiscal  year.” 

It  is  this  immediate  problem  that  the 
legislation  now  under  discussion  is  designed 
to  meet. 

As  you  know,  the  special  school  milk  pro¬ 
gram  was  authorized  by  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1954,  which  became  law  just  as  most 
schools  were  opening  for  the  fall  term  in 
1954.  Despite  this  necessarily  late  start — 
with  the  excellent  work  of  State  educational 
agencies  and  the  dairy  industry — the  pro¬ 
gram  was  rapidly  put  into  operation. 
Almost  42,000  schools  entered  the  program 
last  year  and  substantial  consumption  in¬ 
creases  were  obtained  in  a  large  proportion 
of  the  schools. 

However,  as  operating  experience  was 
gained  last  year,  it  became  evident  that 
some  revisions  were  required  to  obtain  the 
program’s  full  potential.  Last  spring  the 
Department  took  the  leadership  in  working 
with  school  and  dairy  people  to  institute 
needed  improvements  in  the  program  for 
this  year.  These  improvements  were  pri¬ 
marily  directed  toward  making  it  possible 
for  more  schools  to  institute  price  reductions 
as  a  starting  point  in  a  many-sided  effort 
to  make  milk  more  available  to  children. 

The  revised  program  has  met  with  wide 
approval.  By  early  December  this  year, 
62,00  schools  were  in  the  program,  an  increase 
of  more  than  48  percent  over  last  year’s  ex¬ 
cellent  record.  A  special  study  conducted 
by  the  Department  in  over  1,000  individual 
schools  in  13  States  showed  that  in  October 
there  was  an  81-percent  increase  in  extra 
milk  servings  over  1953.  This  is  in  addition 
to  the  additional  milk  served  as  part  of 
complete  lunches  under  the  national  school- 
lunch  program. 

In  fact,  the  immediate  problem  in  at  least 
a  dozen  States  is  not  expansion  of  the  milk 
program.  Right  now  they  ^are  concerned 
that  action  may  soon  be  necessary  to  dis¬ 
continue  or  dilute  the  program  because  of 
the  uncertainties  in  the  fund  situation. 

This  is  the  situation  that  would  be  fore¬ 
stalled  by  the  early  enactment  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  legislation. 

In  the  absence  of  any  reliable  basis  for 
forecasting  the  probable  performance  under 
the  revised  program,  it  was  agreed  that  funds 
should  be  temporarily  divided  among  the 
States  on  the  basis  of  the  National  School 
Lunch  Act  formula  and  that  funds  would  be 
advanced  to  States  on  a  quarterly  basis. 
In  addition,  the  Department  withheld,  in 
reserve,  25  percent  of  the  $50  million,  as  a 
means  of  meeting  the  needs  of  those  States 
where  the  program  might  expand  most  rap¬ 
idly.  In  spite  of  these  precautions,  the  sharp 
expansion  this  year  is  placing  a  serious 
strain  on  the  maximum  authorization  for 
the  program. 

In  summary,  this  is  the  current  situation, 
based  upon  the  best  estimates  States  have 
been  able  to  make : 

There  are  12  States  that  will  "have  spent 
their  entire  allotment  of  funds  by  March  1. 
These  States  are  already  asking  the  Depart¬ 
ment  if  schools  should  be' put  on  notice  that 
funds  to  finance  price  reductions  may  be 
exhausted  prior  to  the  end  of  the  school  term. 

An  additional  seven  States  are  likely  to 
exhaust  their  allotment  prior  to  the  end  of 
the  school  year. 

The  fund  situation  in  five  States  appears 
to  be  in  balance. 

The  remaining  25  States  do  not  appear  to 
need  their  full  allotment  and  the  unneeded 
funds  can  be  shifted  to  meet  the  needs  of 
the  19  States  in  a  deficit  position  as  the  year 
progresses. 

We  have  already  moved  rapidly  to  effect 
these  transfers  and  have  already  obtained 
releases  on  $3.7  million  of  the  remaining 
funds  scheduled  for  advance  to  the  surplus 
States.  Additional  releases  are  expected 
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when  States  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
make  an  accounting  of  their  funds  through 
December. 

In  our  judgment,  however,  maximum  pos¬ 
sible  steps  in  this  respect  are  not  sufficient 
to  meet  the  immediate  situation  in  the  12 
most  critical  States. 

In  view  of  the  uncertainties,  these  States 
are  not  attempting  to  expand  the  program 
to  additional  schools. 

The  best  estimates  that  States  have  been 
able  to  make  indicate  that  total  program 
expenditures  this  year,  assuming  no  limita¬ 
tion  on  available  funds,  may  not  be  much 
in  excess  of  $50  million.  However,  to  insure 
that  adequate  funds  can  be  made  available 
at  the  right  times  and  in  the  right  places, 
we  believe  it  essential  that  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  this  year’s  program  be  increased  to 
$60  million.  This  increase  will  not  mean  an 
increase  in  the  current  estimate  of  expendi¬ 
ture.  Rather,  it  is  designed  to  provide 
needed  flexibility  to  shift  funds  among  States 
in  accordance  with  program  needs  and,  thus, 
assure  full  development  of  the  program  in 
all  States. 

Early  action  to  increase  the  maximum  au¬ 
thorization  would  provide  assurances  to  all 
States  that  they  would  not  be  asking  schools 
to  underwrite  price  reductions  to  children 
for  which  reimbursement  would  not  be  forth¬ 
coming.  The  increase  in  the  maximum  au¬ 
thorization  by  the  proposed  $10  million  is 
needed  primarily  to  provide  sufficient  flex¬ 
ibility  in  the  management  of  program  funds 
to  prevent  the  discontinuance  of  the  program 
in  any  State  before  the  end  of  the  school 
year. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  commend  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Dairy  Subcommittee,  Hon. 
Tom  Abernethy,  of  Mississippi,  and  the 
chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  Hon.  Harold  Cooley,  of 
North  Carolina,  on  the  prompt  action 
that  has  been  taken  on  H.  R.  8320.  They 
considered  it  must  legislation. 

This  bill  increases  by  $10  million  the 
Federal  funds  available  for  the  school- 
milk  program  and  by  $2  million  the 
funds  for  the  brucellosis  program,  both 
for  the  current  fiscal  year.  I  am  very 
much  interested  in  the  passage  of  this 
legislation,  since  my  State,  Wisconsin,  is 
in  need  of  funds  to  finish  the  current 
year,  as  are  11  other  States.  It  is  my 
understanding  that  if  this  money  is  not 
appropriated  the  State  of  Wisconsin  will 
be  out  of  funds  by  April  1. 

The  school-milk  program  has  met  with 
great  success.  In  December  62,000 
schools  were  in  the  program,  represent¬ 
ing  an  increase  of  more  than  48  percent 
within  a  year.  The  increase  in  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  this  program  is  now 
needed  primarily  to  provide  sufficient 
flexibility  in  the  management  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  funds  to  prevent  the  discontinu¬ 
ance  of  the  program  in  any  State  before 
the  end  of  the  school  year.  I  hope  that 
the  House  will  unanimously  approve  this 
bill  today. 

I  have  introduced  bills  in  this  session 
and  in  the  last  session  to  increase  the 
funds  available  for  the  school-milk  pro¬ 
gram.  In  the  last  session  I  supported 
H.  R.  12,  which  would  have  provided  $75 
million  for  the  school-milk  program  for 
the  current  fiscal  year  if  it  had  passed 
the  Senate. 

(Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Wisconsin  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  further 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I,  too,  com- 
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mend  the  gentleman  and  his  committee 
for  the  action  they  have  taken.  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  the  present  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  and  the  present  ad¬ 
ministration  attempted  to  eliminate  the 
brucellosis  eradication  program  the  first 
year  in  office.  It  was  through  the  action 
of  the  chairman  of  the  Agriculture  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Appropriations,  Mr.  H. 
Carl  Andersen,  that  this  program  was 
kept  alive.  I  think  now  the  adminis¬ 
tration  seems  to  be  proud  of  it,  but  these 
are  the  circumstances  under  which  it  has 
been  retained. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  I 
wonder  if  the  gentleman  could  give  us 
a  further  explanation  of  the  progress 
made  in  the  brucellosis  eradication  pro¬ 
gram;  how  far  they  have  gone,  what 
progress  they  are  making  and  whether 
they  are  getting  the  disease  under  con¬ 
trol. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Yes,  I  should  be 
glad  to  give  the  gentleman  some  infor¬ 
mation  on  that.  But,  in.  order  to  save 
just  a  little  time,  I  will  say  that  the  re¬ 
port  fully  covers  the  matter,  particularly 
on  page  3  where  the  gentleman  will  find 
a  table  setting  forth  the  number  of  re¬ 
actors  found  during  the  years  1954,  1955, 
and  1956,  and  the  progress  made  during 
those  particular  years.  Incidentally, 
there  has  been  excellent  progress  made 
in  the  brucellosis  eradication  program. 
It  is  a  very  popular  program  throughout 
the  country.  The  States  have  responded 
to  it  remarkably  well.  They  have  made 
very  substantial  monetary  contributions 
to  the  program. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  last  sentence 
of  section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows:  "For  the  period  beginning  September  1, 
1954,  and  ending  June  30,  1955,  not  to  exceed 
$50  million,  and  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1956,  not  to  exceed  $60  million,  of  the 
funds  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
shall  be  used  to  increase  the  consumption  of 
fluid  milk  by  children  in  nonprofit  schools  of 
high-school  grade  and  under.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  204  (e)  of  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1954  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
“As  a  means  of  stabilizing  the  dairy  indus¬ 
try  and  further  suppressing  and  eradicating 
brucellosis  in  cattle,  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  is  authorized  to  transfer  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $20  million  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1956,  from  funds  available  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  the  funds 
appropriated  to  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  for  such  fiscal  year  for  the  purpose  of 
accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  pro¬ 
gram,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  to  not  to 
exceed  $50  per  head  of  cattle  the  amount  of 
the  idemnities  paid  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  for  cattle  destroyed  because  of  brucel¬ 
losis  in  connection  with  cooperative  control 
and  eradication  programs  for  such  disease  in 
cattle  entered  into  by  the  Secretary  under 
the  authority  of  the  act  of  May  29,  1884,  as 
amended,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the 
number  of  such  indemnities,  and  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  defraying  any  additional  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  in  connection  therewith.  There 
are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  reimburse 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  expen¬ 
ditures  pursuant  to  this  section.” 


With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ments. 

On  page  2,  line  6,  strike  out  “of  Agricul¬ 
ture.” 

On  page  2,  line  7,  strike  out  “$20,000,000” 
and  insert  "$17,000,000.” 

Page  2,  lines  9  and  10,  strike  out  “funds 
appropriated  to  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture”,  and  insert  “appropriation  item  ‘Plant 
and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Control’  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
Act.” 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

('Mr.  AfifekkETHY  asked  and  was 

given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks. ) 
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Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
lunanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
their  remarks  on  the  bill  just  passed  at 
this  point  in  ■'the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


FISCAL  YEAR  1957  NAVY  SHIPBUILD¬ 
ING  AND  CONVERSION  PROGRAM 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
House  Resolution  392  atyi  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration.  S. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows:  \ 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this, 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  fiaove  tha^t 

(the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  CcJpimitt^e 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  Nof  the 
Union  for  consideration  of  the  bill  eHi  R. 
7993)  to  authorize  the  construction  ahd,\on- 
version  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  fo: 
purposes.  After  general  debate, 
be  confined  to  the  bill,  and  shall  obntinu' 
not  to  exceed  3  hours,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  rind  rank¬ 
ing  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-minu'te  rule.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall 
rise  and  report  the  bill  to  /he  House  with 
such  amendments  as  may  h/ve  been  adopted, 
and  the  previous  question  shall  be  consid¬ 
ered  as  ordered  on  the  hip  and  amendments 
thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening 
motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
30  minutes  to  the,  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Allen/  and  pending  that  I 
yield  myself  sugdh  time  as  I  may  con¬ 
sume. 

Mr.  Speakei/by  direction  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rul’es  I  call  up  House  Resolu¬ 
tion  392  wl^fch  will  make  in  order  the 
consideration  of  H.  R.  '7993,  to  author¬ 
ize  the  construction  and  conversion  of 
certain  q/val  vessels  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Housg  Resolution  392  provides  for  an 
open  jmle  and  3  hours  of  debate  on  the 
bill.  „ 

purpose  of  H.  R.  7993  is  to  author - 
,he  construction  of  23  new  ships,  of 
wjhch  22  are  combatant  types,  5,000  tons 
landing  craft,  and  for  the  conversion 
!nd  modernization  of  23  vessels. 


Except  for  2,800  tons  of  escort  vessels 
this  is  not  a  naval  tonnage  authoriza 
tion  bill.  There  is  available  sufficient 
unobligated  tonnage  from  shipbuilding 
authorization  acts.  However,  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  feels  that  the  ship¬ 
building  and  conversion  programs/rf  the 
Navy  should  be  reviewed  by  theiryso  that 
they,  and  the  Congress,  will  be  aiware  of 
what  ships  are  proposed  for  Construc¬ 
tion  and  conversion. 

The  Department  of  Deferfse  has  re- 
;  quested,  and  there  is  included  in  the  1957 
budget  $1,429,000,000  for  the  program. 
Included  in  this  program"'  is  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  commence  design  and  advance 
,  procurement  of  a  nucldar-powered  air¬ 
craft  carrier  in  order  that  such  a  carrier 
may  join  the  fleet  at  ah  earlier  date  than 
would  otherwise  be  possible. 

Officials  of  the  .  Department  of  the 
Navy  have  assure/  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  that  there  will  be  an  appro¬ 
priate  distribution  of  the  construction 
program  between  private  and  Govern¬ 
ment  shipyards  throughout  the  United 
States. 

I  urge  th/  adoption  of  House  Resolu¬ 
tion  392  to, prompt  consideration  may  be 
given  H.  H.  7993. 

I  know  of  no  objection  to  the  rule  nor 
have  I  fleard  of  any  objection  to  the  bill 
itself.  / 

Mr,  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  rule,  and  I  do 
not  know  of  any  objection  to  it.  I  have 
no  requests  for  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  HEALTH  AND 
SCIENCE 

Mr.  HAYWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  at 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  Priest],  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
'ommerce,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Subcommittee  on  Health  and  Science 
be  permitted  to  sit  this  afternoon  at  2 
o’clbck  during  general  debate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan? 

There  fyas  no  objection. 

tAL  RIDGWAY 

(Mr.  FLOOb  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  \ddress  the  House  for 
1  minute.) 

Mr.  FLOOD.  Mir.  Speaker,  as  can  be 
expected,  there  are  now  certain  desk 
jockeys  and  lick-spittle  swivel-chair 
cocktail  commandos  foho  are  attacking 
the  integrity  of  the  grea,.t  General  Ridg- 
way  because  of  certain  \harges  he  has 
made  against  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  certain  personalities. 

I  would  like  to  reminch  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  General  Ridgway  com¬ 
manded  the  United  Nations  forces  in 
the  Far  East.  General  Ridgway  com¬ 
manded  the  NATO  forces  in  Europe. 
General  Ridgway  is  a  soldier’s  soldier. 
And  General  Ridgway  was  Chief  of  a^aff 
of  the  United  States  Army. 
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MrXSpeaker,  the  great  General  Mac- 
ArthurScommanded  in  the  Far  East,  but 
not  in  Europe.  The  great  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  commanded  in  Europe,  but  not  in 
the  Far  Ekst.  These  men  were  also 
Chiefs  of  State.  But  the  only  great  gen¬ 
eral  to  command  troops  in  the  field  in 
the  Far  East  and  in  Europe  and  to  be 
Chief  of  Staff  is  tl^e  distinguished  soldier 
General  Ridgway. 

THE  STATUS  OF  FORCES  TREATY 


\was  given  per- 
jarks  at  this 


(Mr.  UDALL  asked  an 
mission  to  extend  his 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  UDALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  during 
recent  months  the  case  agmnst  the 
Status  of  Forces  Treaty  has  been  fully 
outlined  in  the  record  of  our  proceedings 
by  the  proponents  of  House  Joint  R< 
tion  309.  This  morning  I  presented  a 
statement  to  the  House  Committee 
Foreign  Affairs  which  sets  forth  some 
the  facts  and  arguments  on  the  other 
side  of  this  question.  The  text  of  my 
statement  is  set  forth  below  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  our  colleagues  who  are  interested 
in  studying  the  many  aspects  of  this 
problem. 

Statement  of  Representative  Stewart  L. 

Udall  to  House  Committee  on  Foreign 

Affairs,  February  1,  1956 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to  present  a  state¬ 
ment  this  morning  in  opposition  to  House 
Joint  Resolution  309.  I  have  made  a  care¬ 
ful  study  of  the  issues  framed  by  this  resolu¬ 
tion,  and  I  am  convinced  that  it  is  against 
the  national  interest.  If  enacted  it  would 
imperil  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organiza¬ 
tion,  and  disturb  the  spirit  of  cooperation 
which  exists  between  the  nations  allied  with 
us  as  partners  in  programs  of  common  de¬ 
fense. 

One  of  the  reasons  which  impels  me  to  ap¬ 
pear  before  your  committee  is  that  the 
transcript  of  the  July  hearings  disclosed  that 
not  a  single  Member  of  the  House — of  either 
•political  party — appeared  in  person  to  pre¬ 
sent  the  negative  side  and  say  the  hard 
things  which  must  be  said  against  this  reso¬ 
lution.  I  am  confident,  however,  that  there 
is  a  substantial  segment  of  responsible  opin¬ 
ion  in  the  House  (and  in  this  committee) 
which  supports  the  forthright  position  taken 
by  the  President  and  his  administrators. 
Therefore,  I  think  it  is  important  that  some¬ 
one  attempt  to  summarize,  for  the  record,, 
the  arguments  which  make  mandatory  the 
defeat  of  this  resolution. 

Let  me  add  one  other  comment  before,  dis¬ 
cussing  the  merits  of  this  controversy  Al¬ 
though  the  proponents  have  been  at  pains 
to  phrase  their  charges  in  vague  tents  (some 
unidentified  “they,”  we  are  told,  iaave  been 
parties  to  a  “sellout  of  American  rights”) 
this  resolution  is  an  attempt  tp*  bully  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower,  and  reprej^nts  a  frontal 
attack  on  his  administratic 

Why,  you  ask,  should  ft  member  of  the 
Democratic  Party  take  t/e  part  of  the  ad¬ 
ministration  in  this  cmarrel?  The  answer 
is  quite  simple.  The  ptatus  of  Forces  Treaty 
is  a  prime  example/of  the  bipartisan  ap¬ 
proach  in  foreign  affairs.  The  NATO  coun¬ 
cil  formulated  tins  treaty  during  one  ad¬ 
ministration,  an'd  it  was  sanctioned  and 
ratified  by  a  successor  government.  The 
essence  of  tip  nonpolitical  approach  is  that 
it  places  tlpre  national  welfare  above  party 
advantage/  and  it  is  not  difficult  for  me,  in 
that  spiij^t,  to  rally  behind  the  President  on 
this  unpopular  issue. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  resolution  poses 
seve/al  questions.  The  first  of  these  is:  Did 
omr  Government,  as  charged,  abandon  estab¬ 


lished  principles  of  international  law  in  ac¬ 
ceding  to  this  treaty? 

was  international  law  abandoned? 

As  usual,  international  law  disputes  spawn 
two  schools  of  thought.  As  a  lawyer  I  am 
unable  to  agree  with  the  interpretation 
placed  on  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
cases  by  the  advocates  of  this  resolution. 
However,  this  lawyers  dispute  is  irrelevant 
and  takes  place  in  a  vacuum  for  the  plain 
reason  that  theories  of  international  law 
have  no  practical  worth  unless  they  are 
cognizable  in  foreign  courts.  The  facts  ad¬ 
duced  before  this  committee  indicate  indis¬ 
putably  that  the  courts  of  all  15  NATO  coun¬ 
tries  uniformly  have  never  taken  cognizance 
of  such  legal  theories,  and  retain  full  sov¬ 
ereign  powers  in  dealing  with  military  forces 
of  other  nations. 

Clearly  then,  the  contention  that  local 
law-enforcement  agencies,  without  the 
Status  of  Forces  Treaty,  would  not  have 
jurisdiction  of  our  troops  in  NATO  countries 
is  thoroughly  untenable.  This  is  the  central 
argument  of  the  proponents,  and  once  it  has 
been  exploded  the  second  logical  inqu'ry 
should  be: 

DID  THE  TREATY  ENLARGE  OR  RESTRICT  RIGHTS? 

Bd,  this  treaty  confers  on  our  cit- 
naximum  rights  obtainable  under 
Lstances,  we  should  commend  th/' 
and  his  Secretary  of  State  add 
s  should  be  put  to  silence, 
lence  now  before  your  committee 
int  is  uncontradicted  andyM  one 
tenor :  \ 

President^Eisenhower :  “The  NA^O  status 
of  forces  agreements  represent  /the  maxi¬ 
mum  concessions  obtainable  fpOm  the  for¬ 
eign  government^  concerned,  ^rfid  the  agree¬ 
ments  are  workin^well  in  prpfctice.”  (Tran¬ 
script,  p.  38.) 

Gen.  Walter  BedellVimftfi :  "»  *  *  it  would 
most  certainly  followV/  *  *  if  the  multi¬ 
lateral  treaties  should  feot  become  effective, 
that  less  favorable  tejrfns\han  those  of  these 
treaties  would  result'  fromNseparate  negotia¬ 
tions  with  the  respective  countries.”  (Tran¬ 
script,  p.  64.) 

Deputy  Unde/  Secretary  Robert  Murphy: 
“We  believe  phat  the  arrangeimsnts  we  do 
have  are,  in/general,  the  best  tlXt  we  can 
obtain  tod^y.  We  believe  that  theseSarrange- 
ments  ar/  reasonable  and  practica&e  and 
represent  considerable  concessions  the 
viewpo/nt  of  the  United  States  by  ouH  al- 
lies.”/  (Transcript,  p.  160.) 

/  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONSIDERATIONS 
/One  other,  more  basic,  question  should'51 
^ommand  the  attention  of  this  committee. 
I  note,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  you  and  other 
members  have  directed  questions  which  ex¬ 
hibit  a  deep  concern,  constitutionwise,  over 
the  wisdom  of  enacting  this  resolution. 

I  refer,  of  course,  to  the  propriety  of  a 
resolution  directing  the  President  to  act 
when  the  constitutional  treatymaking  power 
is  lodged  in  the  President  himself. 

At  first  blush  it  would  appear  that  the 
passage  of  House  Joint  Resolution  309  would, 
in  effect,  censure  the  Senate  for  having  been 
foolish  enough  to  ratify  the  Status  of  Forces 
Treaty  in  the  first  place.  In  any  event  there 
is  a  grave  doubt  that  the  Senate  could  un¬ 
ratify  a  treaty  once  approved.  Consequently, 
would  not  the  House,  by  passing  this  resolu¬ 
tion,  be  guilty  of  arrogating  to  itself  a  right 
to  give  the  Executive  advice  and  consent  on 
treaty  matters,  a  prerogative  solely  vested 
in  the  Senate  by  the  Founding  Fathers.  One 
wonders,  knowing  the  propensities  of  our 
brethren,  if  the  Senate  would  not  look  with 
seemly  scorn  on  such  action? 

As  for  the  President’s  powers,  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  resolution  would  be  nothing 
less  than  a  crude  legislative  encroachment 
wholly  unwarranted  by  the  Constitution.  In 
the  present  state  of  the  world,  with  our 
enormous  responsibilities  in  foreign  affairs. 


this  is  no  time  for  Congress  to  weaken  the 
Executive  by  attempting  to  usurp  Presided^ 
tial  powers.  Under  our  system,  the  Presic/nt 
carries  the  seals  of  the  office  of  foreign  jfela- 
tions;  congressional  intrusion  in  this  field 
can  only  hinder  and  harass  the  Exei^dtive  in 
the  performance  of  his  constitutional  func¬ 
tions. 

NATO  :  A  NEW  CONCE 

It  would  be  carrying  coals/to  Newcastle 
for  me  to  make  to  this  committee  more  than 
a  few  passing  remarks  concerning  our  NATO 
enterprise. 

I  am  fearful  that  marfy  of  the  arguments 
which  have  been  presented  here  in  support 
of  House  Joint  Resoj/ftion  309  show  an  utter 
disregard  of  the  basic  concepts  which  make 
up  the  NATO  idea". 

As  a  peacetime  military  economic  alliance, 
NATO  is  without  precedent  in  history.  Its 
member  nations  stand  on  equal  ground  as 
partners.  Lis  council  operates,  not  by  major¬ 
ity  vote,  But  by  unanimous  agreement.  As 
the  founding  partner  in  this  free  world  al¬ 
liance, /it  is  only  fitting  that  our  representa¬ 
tives/foster  that  spirit  of  mutual  regard 
which  in  the  long  run  will  alone  ensure 
NATO's  survival  and  success.  Of  necessity, 
ley  must  deport  themselves  with  wholesome 
''restraint  and  instill  cooperation  by  respect¬ 
ing  the  sovereignty  and  rights  of  our  allies. 

Much  is  said  about  the  fact  that  our  coun¬ 
try  contributes  a  lion’s  share  of  the  men  and 
materiel  which  form  the  backbone  of  NATO. 
Some  do  not  fully  realize,  however,  that  the 
military  bases  contributed  by  many  of  the 
member  countries,  in  addition  to  their  other 
commitments,  have  an  incalculable  value — - 
and  entail  an  awesome  risk  in  the  bargain. 
(Experts  have  estimated  that  the  striking 
power  of  our  Strategic  Air  Command  would 
be  cut  as  much  as  80  percent  if  we  were 
denied  access  to  our  foreign  bases.) 

The  first  objective  of  Soviet  foreign  policy 
since  1950  has  been  the  disbanding  of  the 
NATO  alliance.  Our  country  should  take 
great  care  to  avoid  unwitting  actions  which 
might  lead  to  the  dissolution  or  enfeeble- 
ment  of  NATO.  Such  a  misstep  could  hand 
the  Communists  a  bloodless  victory  which 
might  tip  the  scales  against  us  in  the  cold 
war. 

CONCLUSION 

I  would  like  to  conclude  my  statement  with 
a  few  general  comments  on  these  hearings. 

First,  I  feel  that  the  sincere  people  who 
have  proposed  these  resolutions  have  al¬ 
ready  accomplished  a  useful  purpose.  I  have 
no  doubt,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  by  conduct¬ 
ing  this  inquiry  your  committee  has  served 
\otice  on  our  coworkers  in  the  Defense  and 
Sflate  Departments  that  we  expect  them  to 
exercise  the  utmost  vigilance  within  the 
framework  of  these  treaties  in  protecting  the 
rights\f  our  young  soldiers. 

It  is\nparent,  too,  that  there  is  consid¬ 
erable  roismi  for  improvement  in  the  pro¬ 
tection  an\  assistance  accorded  our  soldiers, 
and  I  hope  legislation  will  be  enacted,  (along 
the  lines  suggested  by  Secretary  Brucker), 
to  provide  freeltocal  counsel  for  our  service¬ 
men  who  stand  accused  before  foreign  courts. 
We  can  do  this  and  more  to  preserve  the 
freedom  of  our  merfi  and  simultaneously  we 
can  and  must  wisely/preserve  our  system  of 
alliances  which  has  d'qne  so  much  to  keep 
the  peace  of  the  world. 


RELIEF  FOR  FI 


HRS 


(Mr.  HARVEY  asked  aim,  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  H^use  for  1 
minute.) 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Speaker, ^wester- 
day  I  introduced  a  bill  which  I  believe 
will  have  the  desirable  effect  of  easing 
the  burden  the  American  farmer  is  pres¬ 
ently  forced  to  bear.  This  legislation 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  2  (legislative  clay,  January  16),  1956 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 


AN  ACT 

To  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  special  school  milk  program 
and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1956. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  last  sentence  of  section  201  (c)  of  the  Agrieul- 

4  tural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 

5  lows:  “For  the  period  beginning  September  1,  1954,  and 

6  ending  June  30,  1955,  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000,  and  for 

7  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  not  to  exceed 

8  $60,000,000,  of  the  funds  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 

9  poration  shall  be  used  to  increase  the  consumption  of  fluid 
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milk  by  children  in  nonprofit  schools  of  high-school  grade 
and  under.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  204  (e)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1954  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “As  a  means  of  stabi¬ 
lizing  the  dairy  industry  and  further  suppressing  and  eradi¬ 
cating  brucellosis  in  cattle,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to 
transfer  not  to  exceed  $17,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1956,  from  funds  available  to  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  the  appropriation  item  “Plant  and 
Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Control”  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act  for  such  fiscal  year  for  the 
purpose  of  accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  program, 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  to  not  to  exceed  $50  per  head 
of  cattle  the  amount  of  the  indemnities  paid  by  the  Federal 
Government  for  cattle  destroyed  because  of  brucellosis  in 
connection  with  cooperative  control  and  eradication  pro¬ 
grams  for  such  disease  in  cattle  entered  into  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as 
amended,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  such 
indemnities,  and  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  any  additional 
administrative  expenses  in  connection  therewith.  There 
are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums  as  may 


3 


1  be  necessary  to  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 

2  tion  for  expenditures  pursuant  to  this  section.” 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  February  1,  1956. 

Attest:  RALPH  R,  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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13.  MILK;  BRUCELLOSIS.  The  agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  reported  with  amend¬ 
ments,  H.  x  .  8 3 ■F 0 to  increase  the  school,  milk  and  brucellosis— eradication 
programs  (S.  Rent.  lU7l) .  p.  1778 


lb.  FO  ’E^JRY;  MIMING.  Sen.  Neuberger  commended  the  stand  taken  by  the  Department 
in  tn^Al  Sarena  timber  case,  and  inserted  two  newspaper  editorials  on  the 
matter  \p.  1802 


15 .  1 TATER  RESOURCES.  Sen.  Murray  inserted  a  speech  by  Leland  Olds,  former  Chaintfan 

of  the  FPC/sbefore  the  National  Conference  on  Mater  Resources,  on  the  fun^ZTions 
of  the  Government  in  water  resource  development  and  conservation,  p.  If 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

16.  MEAT  INSPECTION.  Can.  Hill  submitted  a  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  69) , 

to  commemorate  the  >£(th  anniversary  of  the  pure  food,  drug,  and"  cosmetic  law 
and  the  Federal  Meat  lnspecti®n  Act.  p.  1709 

DISASTER  INSURANCE.  S.  3l37,  by  Sen.  Lehman  (for  himself  aj*6  others),  to 
provide  insurance  against Vlood  damage $  to  Banking  and  Currency  Committee. 

Remarks  of  author,  p.  1779. \  H.R.  9079,"  by  Rep.  Gubser, 

H.  R.  9071,  bv  Rep.  Belated,  H.  R.  90  72,  by  Ren.  Davids  on, /H.  R.  90/3, 
b^  Pep.  Flood,  H.  R.  907U,  by  Rep .  Thompson,  N.J.,  to  provide  insurance  against 
flood  damage;  to  Banking  and  Currency  Committee.  Remarks  of  Rep.  /,  p.  Alll|2. 

\  /  Boland 

18.  PERSONNEL.  S,  3lU0,  by  Sen.  Cotton\  to  provide  /or  granting  longevity  pay 

increases  to  wage  board  employees;  t^  Post  Office  and  Civil  Sei-vice  Committee. 
Remarks  of  author,  p.  1787. 

H.  R.  9090,  by  Rep.  Reed,  N.Y.,  to\prk6ride  a  measure  of  coordination  be¬ 
tween  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  and  the  Social  Securitv  Act;  to  Mays 
and  Means  Committee. 

H.  Res.  398,  by  Rep.  Murray,  Tend".,  authorizing  the  printing  of  the  3bth 
annual  report  of  the  Board  of  \ctuapies  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
and  Disability  Fund  together  with /the  Comptroller  General's  report  on  audit 
findings  relating  to  civil  service  retirement  art^  disability  .fund,  U.  S. 

Civil  Service  Commission  for  tpc  fiscal  years  195^  and.  1958,  as  a  House 
document;  to  House  Administration  Committee. 

19.  LA’S.  S.  3ll|3,  by  Sen.  McClellan  (for  himself  and  others),  to  establish  rule; 

of  interpretation  govern/ng  questions  of  the  effect  o I  J^cts  of  Congress  on 
State  laws;  to  Judiciary  Committee.  \ 

20.  FARM  CENSUS.  S.  3lW^  by  Sen.  1  at  kins,  to  require  the  Burea^Vof  the  Census  to 

j ^ - - - w  ~ - — ~  ,-o^r-o  of  farm;  to  Agriculture  and  Forestry 


develop  farm  incoi 
Committee.  Re  marl- 


data  by  economic  class 
tvs  of  author,  p.  1788. 


21.  SMALL  BUSINESS^  H.  R.  9067,  by  Rep.  Patman,  to  amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  195Ji  f or/the  purpose  of  aiding  small-  and  medium-size  business,  V^ncouraging 
industrial  expansion,  encouraging  competition,  counteracting  forces  growing 
out  of  the  present  tax  structure  which  are  bringing  about  widespread  Corporate 
mergers  and  consolidations,  and  for  the  purpose  of  discouraging  the  groVdru 
concentration  of  business  into  a  few  giant  corporations,  by  substituting 
thodnearly  uniform  tax  rates  now  applicable  to  corporations  of  vastly  cii  tming 
iizes  a  moderate  graduation  of  tax  rates  on  corporate  incomes;  to  Ways  and 
Keans  Committee , 


'EIGN  TRADE.  H.  R.  9069,  by  Rep.  Bailev,  and  H.  .  9077,  bv  Rep.  Dorn,  S.  C, 
■nlrte  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  U.  G.  bv  establishing  import  quotas^ 
r  specified  conditions;  to  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

23.  GRAIN  STORAGE.  H.  R.  90f3,  by  Rep.  Mills,  to  extend  the  period  for  amortiza¬ 
tion  ofNgrain-storage  facilities;  to  Ways  and.  Means  Committee. 

2h.  FOREST  LaND^.  H.  R.  9088,  by  Rep.  Rains,  to  provide  an  annual  income  program 
for  owners  of\srall  tracts  of  land  who  develop  thereon  approved  commercial 
forestry,  ftnd\o  assist  in  such  development;  to  Agriculture  Coirjjdttee . 

25.  FARM  LOANS.  H.  R^\9097,  by  Rep.  Vursell,  to  amend  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm 

Tenant  act  to  adjust  the  loan  limitations  of  title  II  so  as/ to  provide  more 
effective  assistance\to  production  and  subsistence  loan  borrowers;  to  Agricul¬ 
ture  Committee. 

H.  R.  9098,  by  Re p\  Vursell,  to  amend  the  Bankhea^l Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act 
and  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  make/or  insure  loana  to 
farmers  and  stockmen  for  t ftp  purpose  of  refinance ng/exj sting  debts;  to  Agri¬ 
culture  Committee . 

ACT 

26.  AGRICULTURAL/  H.  R.  -9100,  by  Rep V Winstead,  "to  Amend  the  Agricultural  act  of 

lyU9,  as  amended,  and  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as.  amended"; 
to  Agriculture  Committee , 


27.  COTTON.  H.  R.  9101,  by  Rep.  "'instead,  "to^ncourage  the  sale  of  cotton  for 

export  and  to  limit  imports  of  manufactured  cotton  products;  to  Agriculture 
Committee . 

28.  TOBACCO.  H.  J.  Pes.  5l6,  bv  Rep.  AbLitt,-  relating  to  fire-cured  tobacco 
acreage  allotments  and  marketing  Quotas ;  to  Agriculture  Committee. 


■ial  quoting  this 
the  rising  volume  of  bus  i, no  ho  done  by  cooperatives 


peoch  at  Boston, 


''ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 

/ 

29.  COOPERATIVES.  Rep.  Davis,  T 9$nn.,  inserted  a  newopape 

Department's  statistics  o 
p.  A1121 

30.  FARM  INCOME.  Rep.  Bol/nd  inserted  former  President  Truman' 

Lass.,  criticizing  Vhe  administration  as  "the  partv  of  big  buTi.ness",  the 
great  spread  between  the  prices  f aimers  receive  and  the  prices^eonsumers  pav, 
and  stating  that  "...  depressions  are  born  on  the  farm,  but  when\£hey  grow 
up,  everybody  suffers."  p.  A1121 

31.  FOOD  ■  ISTRIBUfflON .  Sen.  1  iley  inserted  his  address  before  the  Maratho  County 

(Wis.)  Retail  Food  Dealers  Ass'n  urging  intensified  evolution  of . food  rferchan- 
dising.  Alllt7 

32.  SUUPLTJ; 


that/the 


GRAIN.  Sen.  Langer  inserted  a  newsletter  issued  by  Rep.  Burdick  suai  ng 
>8  billion  invested  by  the  Government  in  surplus  grain  is  not  lost 
an^" agreeing  with  Bernard  Baruch  in  advocating  that  a  l  arge  part  of  our  surpl 
wheat  be  put  aside  as  a  protection  to  this  country,  p.  All50 
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EXPANSION  OF  THE  SPECIAL  SCHOOL  MILK,  ACCELER¬ 
ATED  BRUCELLOSIS  ERADICATION,  AND  VETERANS 
AND  ARMED  FORCES  MILK  PROGRAMS 


February  6  (legislative  day,  January  16),  1956. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Thye,  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  8320] 

The  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill  (H.  R.  8320)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  special  school  milk  program 
and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1956,  having  considered  the  same,  report  thereon  with  a  recom¬ 
mendation  that  it  do  pass  with  amendments. 

This  bill,  with  the  committee  amendments,  would — 

(1)  Extend  the  special  school  milk  program  2  years  to  June  30, 
1958,  increase  the  amount  authorized  for  it  from  $50  million 
annually  to  $60  million  for  the  current  fiscal  year  and  $75  million 
for  each  of  the  next  2  fiscal  years,  and  make  certain  nonprofit 
institutions  devoted  to  the  care  of  underprivileged  children 
eligible  for  the  benefits  of  the  program; 

(2)  Extend  the  accelerated  brucellosis  program  2  years  to 
June  30,  1958,  and  increase  the  amount  authorized  for  it  from  $15 
million  annually  to  $17  million  for  the  current  fiscal  year  and  $20 
million  for  each  of  the  next  2  fiscal  years;  and 

(3)  Extend  the  veterans  and  Armed  Forces  milk  program  2 
years  to  December  31,  1958. 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  is  applicable  to  the  current  fiscal 
year  only.  The  amendments  recommended  by  your  committee 
would  extend  and  increase  the  special  school  milk  and  brucellosis 
eradication  programs  as  recommended  in  the  attached  letters  from 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  In  addition  the  committee  amend¬ 
ments  would  extend  the  veterans  and  Armed  Forces  milk  program  to 
December  31,  1958,  and  extend  the  school  milk  program  to  certain 
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public  welfare  or  charitable  organizations  caring  for  underprivileged 
children.  !  The  extension  and  enlargement  of  these  programs  should 
contribute  materially  to  the  disposition  of  surplus  dairy  products 
and  to  the  nutrition  and  nutritional  habits  of  [the-  groups  "beneBted 
thereby. 

DEPARTMENTAL  VIEWS 


Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  January  23,  1956. 


Hon.  Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 

United  States  Senate. 


Dear  Senator  Ellender:  This  is  in  reply  to  your  request  for  a  report  on 
S.  1120. 


S.  1120  would  amend  section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 
It  would  extend  the  authority  to  use  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  funds  to 
increase  fluid  milk  consumption  by  school  children  through  the  1957  fiscal  year 
and  increase  the  maximum  annual  authorization  of  funds  to  $100  million. 

The  Department  favors  legislation  to  extend  and  expand  the  special  school 
milk  program. 

Substantial  additional  progress  is  being  made  under  the  revised  school  milk 
program  this  year.  As  of  mid-December,  approximately  62,000  schools  had 
been  approved  for  participation,  compared  with  a  peak  participation  of  approxi¬ 
mately  42,000  schools  last  year,  and  substantial  increases  in  milk  consumption 
are  being  obtained. 

In  view  of  the  contributions  this  program  is  making  to  increased  dairy  markets 
and  improved  health  habits^  the  Department  recommentts  that  an  additional 
$10  million  be  provided  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  and  that  the 
authority  for  the  program  be  extended  for  a  period  of  2  years,  through  June  30, 
1958,  with  the  maximum  annual  authorized  use  of  funds  established  at  $75 
million. 

It  is  currently  estimated  that  the  administration  of  a  $75  million  program 
would  result  in  the  annual  use  of  approximately  $450,000  of  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  administrative-expense  funds. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  enactment  of  such  legislation  would  be 
in  accord  with  the  program  of  the  President. 

Sincerely  yours, 


True  D.  Morse,  Acting  Secretary. 


Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  January  24,  1956. 

Hon.  Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 

United  States  Senate. 


Dear  Senator  Ellender:  This  is  in  reply  to  your  request  of  January  21,  1956, 
for  a  report  on  S.  2997,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
by  providing  for  the  further  acceleration  of  the  brucellosis  eradication  program. 

This  Department  recommends  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  transfer 
(1)  an  additional  $2  million  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956;  and  (2)  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $20  million  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years  1957  and  1958  from 
funds  available  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  the  funds  appropriated 
to  the  Department  for  each  of  the  applicable  fiscal  years  for  the  purpose  of  further 
accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  program. 

The  Agricultural  Act  of  1954,  Public  Law  690,  83d  Congress,  authorized,  as 
part  of  the  program  to  bring  stability  to  the  dairy  industry,  the  use  of  not  to 
exceed  $15  million  a  year  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  funds  for  2  years 
ending  June  30,  1956,  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  an  augmented  campaign  for 
eradicating  brucellosis  in  cattle.  It  is  now  recommended  that  this  program  be 
further  accelerated  by  increasing  the  available  funds  for  this  fiscal  year  and  to 
extend  the  authority  through  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958. 

Considerable  progress  has  been  made  under  the  accelerated  brucellosis  eradica¬ 
tion  program  authorized  by  the  Congress  in  August  1954  and  announced  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  September  1954.  The  purpose  of  the  special  effort  is 
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to  eliminate  both  the  disease  and  infected  cattle  as  rapidly  as  possible.  The 
first  step  in  this  process  in  dairy  cattle  is  to  locate  infected  herds  through  the  use 
of  the  brucellosis  ring  test  (BRT)  applied  to  herd  milk  or  cream,  and  to  locate 
individual  animals  through  the  use  of  the  blood  test. 

The  elimination  of  these  infected  animals  has  been  speeded  up  by  the  use  of 
increased  Federal  and  State  indemnity  payments  for  animals  slaughtered  because 
of  brucellosis.  The  following  figures  indicate  the  rate  of  increase: 


Fiscal  year 
1954 

Fiscal  year 
1955 

Fiscal  year 
1956  i 

235,  606 

365,  247 
259, 626 
221,  578 

400, 000 

120,897 
47,  752 

390j  000 
340, 000 

Reactors  indemnified _ _ _  _ 

1  Projected  figures  for  the  fiscal  year  based  on  reports  of  activities  during  the  first  5  months  of  the  year. 


' 


Even  though  State  funds  for  carrying  out  the  cooperative  eradication  program 
have  been  increased  from  a  total  of  $11,233,731  in  fiscal  year  1955  to  $15,775,099 
for  fiscal  year  1956,  or  an  increase  of  over  $4}4  million,  they,  with  the  Federal 
support  available,  have  not  been  adequate  to  meet  program  demands  in  fiscal 
year  1956.  Total  Federal  support  has  consisted  of  the  $15  million  authorized 
to  be  transferred  from  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  funds  plus  the  $3,774,000 
regular  appropriation  item  for  this  project.  Federal  funds  are  being  used  to 
carry  out  the  cooperative  program  with  the  State,  and  have  not  supplanted 
State  funds. 

In  comparing  the  results  of  the  accelerated  program,  program  activities  carried 
out  during  the  calendar  year  1954  through  the  month  of  October,  when  the  speedup 
in  efforts  began,  can  be  compared  with  the  same  period  in  1955.  For  example, 
for  the  first  10  months  in  1954,  8,009,085  cattle  were  blood  tested,  compared 
with  14,254,769  for  that  period  in  1955.  In  addition,  an  estimated  15,329,470 
cattle  were  tested  with  the  brucellosis  ring  test  through  October  1954,  compared 
with  an  estimated  21,335,476  for  that  period  in  1955.  As  of  October  1954,  a 
total  of  344  counties  were  modified  certified  brucellosis-free  compared  with  405 
counties  by  October  1955.  As  of  October  1954,  55,580  herds  had  been  certified 
as  compared  to  77,895  by  October  1955. 

Incidence  of  infection,  based  on  the  results  of  blood  testing,  varies  from  month 
to  month,  but  over  a  fairly  narrow  range.  When  the  accelerated  program  started 
in  October  1954,  rate  of  infection  was  reported  as  2.4  percent.  It  has  stayed 
at  about  that  level  even  though  many  animals  not  previously  under  the  program 
have  been  included  in  the  testing  results  reported. 

Since  1950  the  States’  support  for  the  cooperative  program  has  exceeded  that 
of  the  Federal  Government.  For  approximately  2  years  prior  to  fiscal  year  1955 
the  State  support  was  running  2  to  2)4  times  that  available  from  the  Federal 
Government.  The  authorization  of  the  transfer  for  an  additional  $15  million 
for  fiscal  year  1955  resulted  in  a  great  impetus  to  the  program,  and  it  expanded 
and  accelerated  rapidly  beginning  in  October  1954.  Because  of  the  accelerated 
program  only  operating  approximately  8  months  of  fiscal  year  1955,  the  Federal 
funds  available  in  addition  to  the  State  support  were  adequate  to  meet  the  pro¬ 
gram  needs.  By  fiscal  year  1956,  the  program  had  accelerated  to  the  extent 
that  demands  for  support  of  the  cooperative  program  from  the  States  were  in 
excess  of  the  funds  available. 

The  interruption  or  disruption  of  a  disease-control  program  through  curtail¬ 
ment,  restriction,  or  elimination  of  program  funds  has  a  very  serious  effect  because 
the  disease  is  allowed  to  spread  and  gain  entrance  into  areas  that  have  been 
cleaned  up.  Both  the  State  and  Federal  Governments  have  invested  heavily  in 
programs  in  certain  States  where  the  program  is  moving  to  such  an  extent  that  it 
seems  possible  to  certify  the  States  during  this  fiscal  year.  Large  investments  of 
State  and  Federal  funds  have  been  made  in  programs  in  many  other  States  that 
have  now  reached  the  point  where  any  interruption  of  the  program  will  result  in 
costly  delays  which  will  necessitate  additional  expenditures  in  the  future  to  regain 
the  ground  that  will  be  lost  if  the  program  has  to  be  curtailed  at  this  time.  _ 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  there  is  no  objection  to  the  submission 
of  this  report. 

Sincerely  yours, 


E.  L.  Petekson,  Assistant  Secretary. 
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CHANGES  IN  EXISTING  LAW 

In  compliance  with  subsection  (4)  of  rule  XXIX  of  the  Standing 
Rules  of  the  Senate,  changes  in  existing  law  made  by  the  bill,  as 
reported,  are  shown  as  follows  (existing  law  proposed  to  be  omitted 
is  enclosed  in  black  brackets,  new  matter  is  printed  in  italic,  existing 
law  in  which  no  change  is  proposed  is  shown  in  roman): 

Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  As  Amended 


Sec.  201.  *  *  * 

(c)  The  price  of  whole  milk,  butterfat,  and  the  products  of  such  commodities, 
respectively,  shall  be  supported  at  such  level  not  in  excess  of  90  per  centum  nor 
less  than  75  per  centum  of  the  parity  price  therefor  as  the  Secretary  determines 
necessary  in  order  to  assure  an  adequate  supply.  Such  price  support  shall  be 
provided  through  loans  on,  or  purchases  of,  milk  and  the  products  of  milk  and 
butterfat,  and  for  the  period  ending  March  31,  1956,  surplus  stocks  of  dairy 
products  owned  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  be  disposed  of  by 
any  methods  determined  necessary  by  the  Secretary.  [Beginning]  For  the  period, 
beginning  September  1,  1954,  and  ending  [June  30,  1956]  June  SO,  1955,  not  to 
exceed  $50,000,000  [annually],  and  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  SO,  1956,  not 
to  exceed  $60,000,000  and  for  each  of  the  two  fiscal  years  in  the  period  beginning  July  1, 
1956,  and  ending  June  SO,  1958,  not  to  exceed  $75,000,000  of  funds  of  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  shall  be  used  to  increase  the  consumption  of  fluid 
milk  by  children  in  (I)  nonprofit  schools  of  high  school  grade  and  under,  and  (S) 
such  nonprofit  nursery  schools,  child-care  centers,  settlement  houses,  summer  camps, 
and  similar  nonprofit  institutions  as  are  devoted  to  the  care  and  training  of  under¬ 
privileged  children  on  a  public  welfare  or  charitable  basis. 

Sec.  202.  As  a  means  of  increasing  the  utilization  of  dairy  products  (including 
for  purposes  of  this  section,  milk),  upon  the  certification  by  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans’  Affairs  or  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Arm_y,  acting  for  the  military  depart¬ 
ments  under  the  Department  of  Defense’s  Single  Service  Purchase  Assignment 
for  Subsistence,  or  their  duly  authorized  representatives  that  the  usual  quantities 
of  dairy  products  have  been  purchased  in  the  normal  channels  of  trade — - 

(a)  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  until  December  31,  [1956]  1958,  shall 
make  available  to  the  Administrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  at  warehouses  where 
dairy  products  are  stored,  such  dairy  products  acquired  under  price-support  pro¬ 
grams  as  the  Administrator  certifies  that  he  requires  in  order  to  provide  butter 
and  cheese  and  other  dairy  products  as  a  part  of  the  ration  in  hospitals  under  his 
jurisdiction.  The  Administrator  shall  report  monthly  to  the  Committees  on  Agri¬ 
culture  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  the  amount  of  dairy  products  used  under  this  subsection. 

(b)  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  until  December  31,  [1956]  1958,  shall 
make  available  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  at  warehouses  where  dairy  products 
are  stored,  such  dairy  products  acquired  under  price-support  programs  as  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  or  his  duly  authorized  representative  certifies  can  be  utilized 
in  order  to  provdde  additional  butter  and  cheese  and  other  dairy  products  as  a  part 
of  the  ration  of  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Air  Force,  and  as  a  part  of  the  ration  in  hos¬ 
pitals  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Defense.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Army  shall  report  every  six  months  to  the  Committees  on  Agriculture  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  the 
amount  of  dairy  products  used  under  this  subsection. 

(c)  Dairy  products  made  available  under  this  section  shall  be  made  available 
without  charge,  except  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  or  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans’  Affairs  shall  pay  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  the  costs  of  packag¬ 
ing  incurred  in  making  such  products  so  available. 

(d)  The  obligation  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  make  dairy 
products  available  pursuant  to  the  above  shall  be  limited  to  dairy  products 
acquired  by  the  Corporation  through  price-support  operations  and  not  disposed 
of  under  provisions  (1)  and  (2)  of  section  416  of  this  Act,  as  amended. 
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Section  204  (e)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954 

(e)  As  a  means  of  stabilizing  the  dairy  industry  and  further  suppressing  and 
eradicating  brucellosis  in  cattle,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  transfer  not  to 
exceed  [$15,000,000  annually  for  a  period  of  two  years]  $17,000,000  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  SO,  1956,  and  $20,000,000  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years  1957  and 
1958,  from  funds  available  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  the  appro¬ 
priation  item  “Plant  and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Control”  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act[,  1955,]  for  such  fiscal  year  for  the  purpose  of 
accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  program,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  to 
not  to  exceed  $50  per  head  of  cattle  the  amount  of  the  indemnities  paid  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  cattle  destroyed  because  of  brucellosis  in  connection 
with  cooperative  control  and  eradication  programs  for  such  disease  in  cattle 
entered  into  by  the  Secretary  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as 
amended,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  such  indemnities,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  defraying  any  additional  administrative  expenses  in  connection 
therewith.  There  [is]  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  [annually] 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
for  expenditures  pursuant  to  this  section. 
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84th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


Calendar  No.  1 488 

H.  R.  8320 

[Report  No.  1471] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  2  (legislative  day,  January  16),  1956 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 

February  6  (legislative  day,  January  16),  1956 
Reported  by  Mr.  Thye,  with  amendments 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 

To  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  special  school  milk  program 
and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1956. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  last  sentence  of  section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricul- 

4  tural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 

5  lows:  “For  the  period  beginning  September  1,  1954,  and 

6  ending  June  30,  1955,  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000,  and  for 

7  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  not  to  exceed 

8  $60,000,000,  and  for  each  of  the  two  fiscal  years  in  the 

9  period  beginning  July  1,  1956,  and  ending  June  30,  1958, 
10  not  to  exceed  $75,000,000,  of  the  funds  of  the  Commodity 
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Credit  Corporation  shall  be  used  to  increase  the  consumption 
of  fluid  milk  by  children  in  (1)  nonprofit  schools  of  high- 
school  grade  and  under;  and  (2)  such  nonprofit  nursery 
schools,  child-care  centers,  settlement  houses,  summer  camps, 
and  similar  nonprofit  institutions  as  are  devoted  to  the  care 
and  training  of  underprivileged  children  on  a  public  welfare 
or  charitable  basis.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  204  (e)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1954  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “As  a  means  of  stabi¬ 
lizing  the  dairy  industry  and  further  suppressing  and  eradi¬ 
cating  brucellosis  in  cattle,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to 
transfer  not  to  exceed  $17,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1956,  and  $20,000,000  for  each  of  the  fiscal 
years  1957  and  1958,  from  funds  available  to  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  to  the  appropriation  item  “Plant 
and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Control”  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act  for  such  fiscal  year  for 
the  purpose  of  accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  pro¬ 
gram,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  to  not  to  exceed  $50 
per  head  of  cattle  the  amount  of  the  indemnities  paid  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  cattle  destroyed  because  of 
brucellosis  in  connection  with  cooperative  control  and  eradi¬ 
cation  programs  for  such  disease  in  cattle  entered  into  by  the 
Secretary  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as 
amended,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  such 


I 

1  indemnities,  and  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  any  additional 

2  administrative  expenses  in  connection  therewith.  There 

3  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums  as  may 

4  be  necessary  to  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 

5  tion  for  expenditures  pursuant  to  this  section/’ 

6  Sec.  3.  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  and  the 

7  first  sentence  of  subsection  (b)  of  section  202  of  the  Agri- 

8  cultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  are  amended  by  striking 

9  out  “1956"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “1958" . 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read  “An  Act  to  amend  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954 
with  respect  to  the  special  school  milk  program,  the  veterans 
and  Armed  Forces  milk  programs,  and  the  brucellosis  eradi¬ 
cation  program.” 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  February  1,  1956. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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11 


•'0.;‘J.!’.o5KY ;  MINING.  Sen.  Neuberger  criticized  the  actions  of  the  Interior  Der>; 
ment, Nanc’  defended  the  actions  of  this  Department,  in  the  A1  Sarena  rv-ning’ 
p.  19"  - 


12 


MILK;  BRUCELLOSIS.  Passed  as  reported  H.  R.  P>320,  to  provide  additional  funds 
for  the  school  milk  and  brucellosis  eradication  progra  s  for  the  current  fiscal 
year.  p.  2025~.  (See  Continuation  on  pa;  e  6,  item  QjO 


13 

h. 


PATENTS .  Sen.  O^ahonev  spoke  on  the  public  interest  shown  in 
Subcommittee  on  naterts  reviewin'  the  American  patent  system. 


the /re port  of  the 
2029 


i 

D 


1.6. 


ATOMIC  Ei®RGY.  Sen.  ’Humphrey  discussed  the  report  of  the  McKjime’r  panel  on  the 
impact  of  the  peaceful  uses  of  atomic  energy,  including  its /uses  in  the  field 
of  agriculture,  p.  20j 

HOG  PRICES.  Sen.  Hum.phreyNypresented  and.  discussed  an  amp^d.cnt  he  intends  to 
propose  to  the  pending  farm y) ill  to  implement  the  orice/of  ligh Weight  hogs, 
p.  20U7 


FORESTRY.  Sen.  Morse  discussed \fche  importance  of 
Forest  Service,  and  Bureaus  of  Land  anagement  aj 
the  1957  budgets  of  these  agencies,  p.  205l 


17.  ADJOURNED  until  Fri.,  Feb.  10.  p.  2051 


e  forestry  programs  of  the 
Indian  Affairs,  and  inserted 


18. 


ITEMS  IN  APPE1U 

RECLU  ATIOM.  Pep.  Moss  inserted  a  newswapar  ax-ticle  discussing  the  administra¬ 
tion’s  public-works  policy  and  stating  thaK  "in  the  Test  the  citing  need  is  for 
all  of  the  benefits  which  the  Government’s  gi;eat  multi -pur pcse  projects  like 
Shasta  and  Folsom  can  provide" .  p/  A1292 


0 


20. 


ELECTRIFICATION.  Sen.  Murray  di/enssed  and  inserted  a  newspaper  article,  "REA 
Chief  Used  Blackball  Threat  t<y  Hal  t  Criticism — Said  He’d  Kill  Chances  for  "  ore 
Power  Unless  Co-op  Head  Silenced."  p.  A1272  \ 

FAMILY  FARM.  Extension  of /remarks  of  Sen.  Sparkman  stating  that  "one  of  the 
problems  con  renting  our./' count rv  todav  is  the  disappearance  of  the  fa-  il—sized 
farm"  and  inserting  the/text  of  a  broadcast  by  Jric  SevaVeid,  "The  Vanishing 
Family  Farm."  p.  A12/3 

21.  FaRJi  PROGRAM.  Extension  of  remarks  by  Sen.  Murray  stating  th\t  "a  great  deal 


of  interest  was  aroused  by  tdward  R.  l';urrow’ s  See  It  low  Progi 


on  January 


26,  dealing  wit]/  the  farm  problem"  and  inserting  a  newspaper  article  reviewing 

this  program,  /p.  A1273 

Rep.  Mao ft  inserted  Sangamon  (Ill.)  County  Farm  Bureau  resolutions  favoring 
enactment  of  constructive  and  helpful  legislation  for  the  agricultural  industry 
and  for  farm  people,  p.  .0.281 

Res/  Paws  on.  Ill.,  inserted  former  President  Truman’s  speech  of 
critici/ing  the  administration’s  farm  program,  p.  A1295 

Pep.  Corbett  inserted  the  tabulated  results  of  a  poll  which  was  taken  in 
the  /orm  of  questionnaires  including  the  question,  "Do  you  agree  that  the \d- 
ministration's  farm-price -support  program  is  an  improvement  over  previous 
"ograms?" 


Deb.  2 


-h- 


22.  RE^EA'  CH.  Pep.  l  ack  inserted  an  Ill.  Mosquito  Control  Ass'n  resolution  favoring^ 
th\enactment  of  legislation  for  pest  mosquito  research,  p.  A1287 

23.  FAR!  PRICES.  Gen.  Hurray  inserted  Sen.  iagnuson’s  recent  address  discussing, 

problems  facing  the  nation,  stating  that  "there  are  three  great  economic  /roups 
in  this  opuntry — the  farmer,  the  wage  earner,  and  our  corporate  or  busing 
structure \ and  criticizing  the  drop  in  farm  income,  p.  A1288 

Rep.  ueed  inserted  a  neT spaper  article  stating  the  Chautauqua  Co/nty 
(N.Y.)  farmehp  led  ever}/  other  countv  in  the  State  with  its  >6,600, 000  income, 
p.  A1301 

2h*  R0.i.DS.  Rep.  Scudrler  inserted  a  newspaper  editorial  commending  the  President 
for  "putting  the  rhad  problem  back  on  the  bipartisan  tract."  p.  a1289 


2^ 


j  • 


r  Co;  rot-lic  REPORT .  Rep  O .  Curti  s , 


inserted  a  newspaper  article  commending  the 

p.  a1292 


President's  economic  report  as  "...  a  philosophy  of  growth'1. 

26.  DISASTER  INSURANCE .  Extension  of  rev  arks  of  Rep.  Thomps<4,  N.J.,  stating  that 
one  of  the  most  important  rhatters  during  this  session/of  Congress  is  the  matter 

of  flood  insurance  and  inserting  a  newspaper  article/ on  this  subject,  p.  A1295 
Rep.  Forand  inserted  his\statement  before  the  House  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee  urging  prompt  enactment  of  legislation  providing  for  a  Federal 
disaster  insurance  program,  p.  'A1298 

27.  TRANSPORTATION.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep. /Telly  discussing  the  administration 

and  effect  of  the  so-called  50-50  cahj?o  preference  act.  p.  'll  302. 


BILLS  INTRC 


ICED 


/ 


28.  HOUSING.  S.  3158,  hv  Sen.  Lehman  (for/tr  mself  and  others),  to  a*  end  certain  laws 
relating  to  the  provision  of  housing/ and  tnfc  elimination  of  slums,  to  establish 
a  National  Mortgage  Corporation  to/ assist  in\:he  provision  of  housing  for  fam- 


"e  marks  of 


ilies  of  moderate  income;  to  Banking  and  Currency  Committee, 
author,  p.  1966. 

S.  3159 ,  by  Sen.  Lehman  (..for  himself  and  others),  to  provide  for  the 
establisliment  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  of  a  Departm ent  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Affairs;  jio  Government  OperationsVlommittee .  Remarks  of 
author,  p.  1966. 

29.  CATER  POLLUTION.  S.  3l£>2,  by  Sen.  Butler,  to  provide  fok  the  development  of  a 
comprehensive  master  /vlan  to  abate  and  prevent  water  pollution  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  are^s  impiediate.lv  adjacent  thereto,  and  feue  the  conservation 
and  development  of/the  Potomac  -aver  Basin  for  water  supply\  pollution  control, 
agricultural,  industrial,  municipal,  and  recreational  purpose's/  to  Public  Works 
Committee . 


30.  CONSERVATION ./  S,  3165,  by  Sen.  Bender,  to  authorize  the  appropriation  of  funds 
to  assist  ya  financing  the  1957  1 orld's  Conservation  Exposition  anck  Plowing 
Contests  to  be  held  in  Adams  Countv,  Ohio,  in  Sept.  1957;  to  Agriculture  and 
Forestry^  Committee . 

iTIOM.  S.  3167,  bv  Sen.  Watkins,  to  authorise  the  admission  to  theSjI . 
Certain  aliens;  to  Juc’iciarv  Committee.  RemarVs  0f  author,  p.  1966 
o.  31o8,  by  oen.  atkins,  to  amend  the  Immigration  and  Tat  tonality  "ct1 
to  Judiciary  Committee.  Remarks  of  author,  p;  1°68 
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3169,  by  Gen.  Watkins,  to  regulate  judicial  review  of  deportation  ajfd 
:lusion  orders 5  to  Judiciary  Committee.  Remarks  cf  author,  p.  1°68. 

S.  3170,  by  Sen.  Watkins,  to  amend  sections  201  and  202  cf  the  Irnmigrtra- 
tionVnd  Nationality  Act;  to  Judiciary  Committee.  Remarks  of  author,  q/  1968. 

EXHIBITS'!  S.  3172,  by  Sen.  T  iley,  to  provide  for  the  promotion,  and  strengthen¬ 
ing  of  international  relations  through  cultural  and  athletic  exchanges  and  par- 
tic  ipatiorr\±n  international  fairs  and  festivals;  to  Foreign  delations  Committee. 
Remarks  of  author,  pp.  1969,  A1289. 

/ 

33.  FOREIGN  TRADE.  \H.  R.  9170,  by  Rep.  Byrd,  to  regulate  the  foreign  commerce  of 

the  U.  $.  by  establishing  import  quotas  under  specified  conditions ;  to  ways  and 
means  Committee, 

38.  IMMIGRATION .  H.  R.  73J1,  by  Rep.  Cretella,  to  amend  and/liberalize  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Refugee^ Relief  Act  of  1953  j  to  Judiciary  Committee. 

H.  R.  9180,  by  RepV  ^eating,  to  authorize  the  admission  to  the  U.  S.  of 
certain  aliens;  to  Judiciary  Committee.  , 

H,  R.  9181,  by  Rep.  Ideating,  to  amend  the  Immigration  and  nationality 
Act;  to  Judiciary  Committee ' 

H.  P.  9182,  by  Rep.  Keating,  to  regulate  judicial  review  of  deportation 
and  exclusion  orders;  to  Judiciary  Committee y 

H.  R.  9183,  by  Rep.  Keating  to  a  end  sections  201  and  202  of  the  Immigra' 
tion  and  ’Nationality  Act;  to  Judiciary  Compfittee.  Remarks  ot  Rep.  Keating 
cn  his  bills,  p.  2068. 

35.  PERSONNEL .  H.  T .  9172,  by  Ren.  Davis  \/a.,  and  H.  R.  9173,  bv  Rep.  Gross, 

to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Act  so  as /vex  require  that  certain  reports  and  other 
communications  of  the  executive  branch  re  Con'  rcss  contain  information  per¬ 
taining  to  the  number  of  civilian /off icerk  and  employees  required  to  carry  out 
additional  or  expanded  functions/  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee. 


36.  GRAIN  STORAGE.  H.  R.  9178,  byfiep.  Holme 
tion  of  grain-storage  facilities;  to  Ways 


,  toVxtend  the  period  tor  amortiza- 
and  mans  Committee. 


PROPERTY.  II .  R.  9179,  by  Kep.  Jennings,  to  prohibist  the  use  of  real  property 
owned  by  the  U.  3.  for  the  production  of  agricultui\l  commodities,  including 
livestock,  which  are  disposed  of  by  sale;  to  Agriculture  Committee. 

38.  DISASTER  LOANS.  H.  R.  9183,  by  Rep.  Lovre,  to  author ize\tho  Secretary  of 
agriculture  to  make  disaster  loans;  to  Agriculture  Coiraniv^ec . 

39.  WATERSHED.  H,  ^  9192,  by  Rep.  atts,  to  amend  the  Watershe&J'rotection  and 

Flood  Prevention  Act  in  order  that  a  greater  number  of  local  Organizations 
may  qualify  for  assistance  under  the  provisions  of  such  act;  tHAgricu  tore 
Committee. 

.0.  RECLAMATION.  H.  J.  Res.  528,  by  Rep.  Rhodes,  Ariz.,  and  S.  J.  Res.  \Uj2,  by 
Sen.  Goodwater,  directing  the  5eoretar,r  of  State  and  the  secretary  of  tbe_ 
Inter /or,  through  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  to  stuchr  the  economic  an  \engineer 
ing /feasibility"  of  acquiring  riparian  rights  from  the  Rrpuolic  of  i  exido  to 
wafer  in  the  Gulf  of  California  for  the  piping  and  pu  ping  of  watei  e 

\lf.  of  California  to  Arizona  for  irrigation  purposes ;  to  Foreign  Welatiof 
Committee.  Remarks  of  Sen.  Goldwater,  p.  19/2* 
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hl.  TOBACC 

alio  two"! 


S.  J.  Res.  lljl,  by  Sen.  Butler,  relating  to  i  aryland  tobacco  acr 
s  and  marketing  ouotas;  to  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee 


b2.  NATURAL  ^ESOt^CES.  H.  J.  Res.  525,  by  Rep.  Thompson,  N.  J„,  t  dde  for  the 

observance  anu\c ommenorat i on  of  the  50th  anniversary  of  the  1  iference  of 

State  governors  Lor  the  protection  in  the  public  interest  of  itural  resour- 

Judiciary  Committee. 


ces  of  the  U.  S.j 


1.3.  SUGAR  (continued). 


SEDATE  (cont'd) 


imendments  as  follows:-  r  oc’ified  Crpehart  amendment 


to  decrease  from  33.0^  to  27a 'Cuba1  s  share  of 


increased  usage  of  sugar  in 


the  future,  by  a  vote  of  30  to  5^(p.  2006);,,dy  voice  vote,  Lehman  amendment 
providing  that  the  first  188,000  tbps  b^r  which  quotas  for  domestic  areas  are 
increased  shall  be  allocated  accordihg  to' stated  amounts;  two  Fulbright  amend¬ 
ments  (l)  providing  for  90  percent  pa price  support  on  sugar,  and  (2) 
extending  powers  of  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under  the  act  to  1958  rather  than 
1962  and  providing  for  termination  ">f  taxes\on  sugar  under  the  act  in  1959  rath¬ 
er  than  1963;  Bennett  amendment  providing  that  percentage  quotas  for  countries 
other  than  Cuba  shall  be  11. 2y percent  and  th't  Such  proratior  shall  be  apport¬ 
ioned  on  basis  of  average  entries  within  the  n-potas  from  each  such  countrv  for 
vears  1951-5U;  and  modified  Magnuson  amendment  authorizing  Secretary  of  agri¬ 
culture  to  set  aside  a  reasonable  amount  of  increased  "biotas  for  domestic 
sugar  to  be  used,  as/u  reserve  for  adjusting  proportionate  vshares  for  new 
acreage,  p.  DIOl;. 


-0- 
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COMiTTS  HEADINGS  TO  BE  HELD  FEB  9: 

Farm  program,  S.  Agriculture  (exec). 

•Di s as te reinsurance,  H.  Banking  and  Currency. 

Cargo^preference,  H.  <  erchant  marine  and  i'isheries. 

Agricultural  police,  Jt.  Committee  on  Economic  Report  (Murray  D.  Lincoln  to 


0O0 


JEN-TE  (cont’d) 


liU.  MILK;  BRUCELLOSIS,  as  passed  (see  item  12),  II.  R.  8320  provides  as  follows: 

Extends  the  special  school  milk  program  2  years  to  Jime  30,  1958,  increases  the 
amount  authorized  for  it  from  ;?50  million  annually  to  E60  million  for  the  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  year  and  75  million  for  each  of  the  next  2  fiscal  vears.  and  makes 
certain  nonprofit  institutions  devoted  to  the  care  of  underprivileged  children 
eligible  for  the  benefits  of  the  program;  extends  the  accelerated  brucellosis 
program  2  years  to  June  30,  1958,  and  increases  the  amount  authorized  for  it 
from  -15  million  annually  to  .,-17  million  for  the  current  fiscal  year  and  20 
million  for  each  of  the  next  2  fiscal  years;  and  extends  the  veterans  and 
Armed  Forces  milk  program  2  vears  to  December  31,  1958. 
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domestic  sugar 
vyear  resulting 


suppliers  has  been  suggested  by  ex¬ 
well  versed  in  international  sugar 
policies  and  trends'  of  supply  and 
demai^d. 

Othek  features  of  this  proposed  new 
Sugar  Aot  would  include : 

First.  Beginning  in  1956  the  quantities 
of  direct  consumption  sugar  which  may 
be  brought  inVannually  from  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico  will,  as  provided  in  the  bill 
passed  by  the  House,  be  increased  to  the 
same  proportion\  as  their  respective 
quotas  are  increased  by  the  growth 
formula. 

Second.  Deficits  in  al 
producing  area  in  anj 
from  operaiton  of  the  gtowth  formula 
will  first  be  offered  to  the  ohjer  domestic 
sugar  producing  areas. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  we  ^ould  en¬ 
act  the  revised  Sugar  Act  of  1956\pto  law 
immediately  for  these  reasons: 

First.  It  best  serves  the  interest3\and 
welfare  of  sugar  producers  both  domes¬ 
tic  and  foreign.  Proponents  and  dft 
senters  to  any  and  all  provisions  con-X 
sidered  for  this  legislation  in  House  or 
Senate  during  the  84th  Congress  have 
been  heard,  and  their  statements  have 
been  carefully  evaluated  in  drafting  this 
final  bill. 

Second.  It  restores  to  our  sugar-quota 
legislation  the  fundamental  and  historic 
principle  that  the  growth  in  the  Amer¬ 
ican  sugar  market  should  be  shared  by 
the  American  sugar  industry  as  well  as 
by  foreign  sugar  interests. 

Third.  It  provides  for  moderate  relief 
in  1956  for  the  most  oppressed  of  our 
domestic  sugar  producing  areas;  and  at 
the  same  time  it  assures  our  foreign  pro¬ 
ducers  that  they,  too,  will  enjoy  small 
quota  increases  during  this  calendar 
year. 

Fourth.  It  provides  a  solid  foundation 
for  a  continuously  growing  trade  with 
our  foreign  friends  of  Latin  America  in 
the  years  ahead. 

Fifth.  It  protects  the  American  house¬ 
wife  and  industrial  consumer  of  sugar  by 
assuring  a  stability  of  price  and  adequate 
supplies. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  there  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  a  resolution  which  I  : 
ceived  from  the  Marshall  County  Sugar 
Beet  Growers  Association  of  Warden, 
Minn. 

There  being  no  objection,  the/fesolu- 
tion  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Resolution  1 — Amendment  of/Sugar  Act  of 
1948 

Whereas  the  Sugar  Act  ofi'r1948,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  will  expire  on  December  31,  1956,  and 
consequently  Its  protective  provisions  will 
apply  only  to  sugar  refilled  from  beets  grown 
in  1955  and  sold  in  /956;  and  whereas,  re¬ 
enactment  of  present  law,  with  retention 
of  protective  quota/provisions  for  sugar  beets 
produced  in  domestic  areas,  is  therefore 
essential  early  An  second  session  of  84th 
Congress;  and,  whereas,  under  the  present  act 
the  sugar-byet  crop  has  been  subjected  to 
acreage  restrictions  in  1954,  1955,  and  pro¬ 
posed  for.1956  amounting  to  from  12  percent 
under  previous  plantings;  and 

Whereas  the  sugar-beet  crop  is  a  major  and 
Impo/tant  crop  and  the  need  is  imperative 
tha jr  full  acreage  be  restored  and  reasonable 
fiyfure  expansion  be  provided  for  new  areas; 
id 


Whereas  the  sugar-beet  crop  is  of  increas¬ 
ing  importance  due  to  the  curtailment  of 
other  crops  and  because  they  furnish  a  re¬ 
liable  cash  crop  badly  needed  on  new  areas 
to  meet  high  operating  costs  as  well  as  old 
areas  to  carry  the  mounting  expenses  of 
farming;  and 

Whereas  both  domestic  sugar  beet  and  cane 
growing  farmers  in  equity  should  have  the 
right  denied  to  them  under  present  law,  to 
participate  in  the  expanding  market  for 
sugar  in  this  country;  and 

Whereas  there  is  now  pending  before  Con¬ 
gress  legislation  to  reenact  ,and  amend  the 
expiring  act:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Marshall  County  Sugar 
Beet  Growers  Association  hereby  directs  its 
officers  to  actively  support  new  legislation 
which  will: 

1.  Provide  sugar  quotas  to  continental  beet 
areas  which  will  restore  opportunity  for  full 
production  among  growers  with  a  historical 
beet-growing  base; 

2.  Provide  immediate  opportunity  on  both 
new  as  well  as  established  areas  for  farmers 
who  desire  to  add  the  beet-growing  enter¬ 
prise  to  their  farming  program  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  processing  facilities  are  available; 

3.  Provide  further  that  in  sugar  quota 
allocations  such  division  of  the  steadily  in- 

reasing  American  market  be  made  as  wilt 
c\a,te  a  basis  for  additional  sugar  processing 
faculties  in  areas  adapted  to  beets,  suciy  as 
thisyin  which  farmers  do  evidence  a  firm'and 
contirfUing  desire  to  grow  beets; 

4.  Provide  that  deficits  occurring  in  the 
quantities  allotted  to  domestic  areas  be  re¬ 
allocated  toother  domestic  area^r  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved,  That  this  association  actively 
support  a  provision  in  new  legislation  limit¬ 
ing  the  term  of  vthe  Sugar  Act  now  under 
consideration  for  EL'.neriod/of  4  years  in  order 
that  in  1960  Congress  may  again  reappraise 
the  need  for  quotas  in  ^11  domestic  areas  and 
their  ability  to  consistently  supply  the 
amounts  prescribe* 

Resolution'^ — To  Cov\  Knutson 

Be  it  resolved,  That  the  Marshall  .County 
Sugar  Beet  Growers  Association^  thank  Mrs. 
Coya  Knutson  for  her  efforts  plat  forth  in 
getting  the  sugar  legislation  through  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

Resolution  3 — To  State  and  Agriculture 
Department 
/foe  it  resolved.  That  the  sugar  consumed 
.above  the  consumptive  estimate  of  8,200,006'* 
tons,  be  taken  from  the  stocks  of  domesti¬ 
cally  produced  sugar  instead  of  being  allo¬ 
cated  to  foreign  producers. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  3  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  oppose  the  bill.  The 
Senate  is  considering  a  bill  which  in¬ 
volves  a  levy  of  about  $300  million  a  year 
on  the  consumers  of  America.  The  in¬ 
crease  in  the  domestic  price  of  sugar  over 
the  world  price  because  of  this  bill  is  2 
cents  a  pound  on  8,500,000  tons.  Never¬ 
theless,  the  bill  has  attracted  extremely 
little  attention,  and  virtually  no  oppo¬ 
sition.  That  is  indeed  strange,  when  I 
think  of  the  great  opposition  wrhich  de¬ 
velops  to  some  legislation  affecting  the 
consumer.  It  puzzles  me  how  our  legis¬ 
lative  process  functions.  Are  not  the 
housewives  captives  of  the  sugar  pro¬ 
ducers?  I  desire  to  congratulate  the 
sponsors  of  this  legislation  for  their  as¬ 
tuteness  in  being  able  to  pass  legislation 
of  this  kind  with  so  little  opposition. 
Even  though  hundreds  of  millions  of  dol- 


The 


lars  will  be  levied  upon  the  consumers, 
sugar  in  this  country  and  paid  to 
vored  few,  no  one — or  at  least 
objects.  It  is  a  rare  accomplishr 
am  opposed  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  Presi 
much  time  do  I  have  remainifig? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER. 
Senator  from  Kentucky  has  50  minutes 
remaining.  The  Senator  from  Califor¬ 
nia  [Mr.  Knowland  1/iias  55  minutes 
remaining. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS. /bUr.  President,  I  am 
ready,  willing,  ancFanxious  to  yield  back 
the  remainder  o j  my  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  prepared  to 
do  likewise. 

The  PRESfDING  OFFICER.  All  times 
has  been  yielded  back.  The  question  is. 
Shall  the"  bill  pass? 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7030)  was  passed. 

Mix/  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  I 
mov/  that  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was 
passed  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to  recon¬ 
sider. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  to 
lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Kentucky. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  the  mo¬ 
tion  to  reconsider  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  send  an 
order  to  the  desk  and  ask  for  its  immedi¬ 
ate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

Secretary  will  read  the  order. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  order,  as 
follows : 

Ordered,  That  in  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7030)  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  Is  author¬ 
ized  to  make  all  necessary  technical  and 
clerical  changes,  including  changes  in  sec¬ 
tion,  subsection,  paragraph,  etc.,  numbers 
and  letters  and  cross-references  thereto. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  order  is  entered. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amendments, 
request  a  conference  thereon  with  the 
louse  of  Representatives,  and  that  the 
lair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of\he  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Byrd, 
Mr.  Gkorge,  Mr.  Kerr,  Mr.  Martin  of 
Pennsylvania,  and  Mr.  Bennett  confer¬ 
ees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


BUDGET  OF 
QUENCY 


IE  JUVENILE  DELIN- 
JBCOMMITTEE 


Mr.  WILEY.  M\ President,  I  am  de¬ 
lighted  to  speak  in  fWor  of  the  $110,000 
budget  which  is  requested  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Juvenile  Delinquency  Sub¬ 
committee  of  the  SenateScommittee  on 
the  Judiciary  during  the  \ext  year. 

This  subcommittee  has  been  one  of 
the  most  productive  subcommittees  of 
the  Senate.  It  has  explored,,  urgent 
problems  facing  the  American 'People. 
Its  nearly  finished  reports  on  juvenile 
delinquency  and  religion,  pornography, 
black  marketing  of  babies,  and  educa¬ 
tion,  will  be  basic  contributions  to  our 
understandings  of  these  subjects. 
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ae  subcommittee,  very  wisely,  be¬ 
cause  sits  major  work  is  now  behind  it, 
has  redbced  its  budget  from  a  budget  of 
$154,000,  it  was  last  year  to  $110,000  4, 
for  this  yea: 

The  magnificent  work  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  has  been  Accomplished  on  a  mod¬ 
est  budget.  The  ‘opportunity  to  finish 
its  important  work—1 s£hat  of  maturing 
badly  needed  legislation  in  this  field — 
must  be  preserved. 

I  strongly  urge  that  the  budget  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  I  desire  to  express  my  ap¬ 
preciation  to  the  hard-working  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Juvenile  DelinquencySSub- 
committee,  and  to  its  able  chairmanN*he 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauvei? 


program,  the  veterans  and  Armed  Forces  tion  because  the  specific  purpose  nevej 
milk  programs,  and  the  brucellosis  erad-  was  fulfilled. 


ication  program. 


AMENDMENT  OF  AGRICULTURAL 

ACT  OF  1949  AND  AGRICULTURAL 

ACT  OF  1954 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.-  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  Order  No.  1488,  H.  R.  8320. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  bill  by  title  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  8320) 
to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949 
and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954,  with 
respect  to  the  special  school  milk  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  brucellosis-eradication 
program  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1956. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  with 
amendments,  on  page  1,  line  8,  after 
the  numerals  “$60,000,000,”  to  insert 
“and  for  each  of  the  two  fiscal  years  in 
the  period  beginning  July  1,  1956,  and 
ending  June  30,  1958,  not  to  exceed 
$75,000,000”;  on  page  2,  line  2,  after 
the  word  “in”,  to  insert  “(1)”;  in  line 
3,  after  the  word  “under”,  to  insert  a 
semicolon  and  “and  (2)  such  nonprofit 
nursery  schools,  child-care  centers,  set¬ 
tlement  houses,  summer  camps,  and 
similar  nonprofit  institutions  as  are  de¬ 
voted  to  the  care  and  training  of  under¬ 
privileged  children  on  a  public  welfare 
or  charitable  basis”;  in  line  13,  after 
the  numerals  “1956”,  to  insert  “and 
$20,000,000  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years 
1957  and  1958”;  and  on  page  3,  after 
line  5,  to  insert: 

Sec.  3.  The  first  sentence  of  subsection, 
(a)  and. the  first  sentence  of  subsection  (b) 
of  section  202  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  are  amended  by  striking 
out  “1056”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
“1958.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended,  so  as  to  read: 
“An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act 
of  1949  and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954 
with  respect  to  the  special  school  milk 


We  are  concerned  with  a  situation 
ijpolving  some  land  which  was  conveyed 
to  the  Federal  Government  for  a  /ery 
small  sum  of  money.  In  this  ins/ance 
there  was  a  definite  understanding  that 
the  use  of  the  land  would  be  limited  to 
the  Federal  Government’s  canning  out 
a  specific  purpose,  that  specific^  purpose 
being  the  building  of  a  Coastguard  life¬ 
boat  station  on  the  land.  The  Federal 
Government  has  given  up  that  plan.  It 
is  only  fair  and  proper,  therefore,  that 
the  land  should  be  returned  to  the  origi¬ 
nal  grantor.  The  bill  in, mo  way  violates 
the  Morse  formula,  ana  I  have  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  it.  / 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Florida  for 
his  courteous  consid el  ation  in  withhold¬ 
ing  action  on  the  hill  when  I  had  to  fly 
to  Oregon  to  attend  the  funeral  of  the 
Governor  of  my /State.  He  postponed 
consideration  of  it  so  that  I  could  make 
my  statement  an  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
today.  I  app/eciate  his  courtesy  very 
much. 

Mr.  HOLI/AND.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Se/iator  from  Oregon;  and  to 
his  statement  may  I  add  the  further  fact 
that  the  county  commissioners,  out  of 
county  funds,  paid  at  the  time  of  the 
original  conveyance  something  over 
$1,300  in  addition  to  the  $10  referred  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  o|5en  to  amendment.  If  there  be  no 
amendment  to  be  proposed,  the  question 
is/6n  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
ead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND 
IN  LEE  COUNTY,  FLA. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  1458,  H.  R. 

7156. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  bill  by  title  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  7156) 
to  provide  for  the  conveyance  of  certain 
land  of  the  United  States  to  the  Board 
of  County  Commissioners  of  Lee  County, 

Florida. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
uestion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
Senator  from  Kentucky, 
be  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
j  bill  aphorizes  the  conveyance  of  7.2 
acres  oKland  in  Punta  Rassa,  Florida, 
j  now  belonging  to  the  United  States  to 
;  the  Boardl'of  County  Commissioners  of 
.  Lee  County /spiorida,  without  considera¬ 
tion. 

The  land  w^s  acquired  by  the  United 
J  States  from  Lee'County  for  the  purpose 
of  building  a  Coas£  Guard  station  on  it. 

Previously,  the  county  commissioners  of 
,  Lee  County  had  paid* ,$3, 167  for  the  land 
,  at  the  time  of  its  acquisition  by  the 
j  county. 

The  land  was  never  usdd  by  the  United 
States  for  a  Coast  Guard  station,  al 
though  no  final  decision  invthat  regard  — — — 

|  was  made  until  last  year,  when,  the  Coasjf  CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  IN 
Guard  decided  finally  that  it  diH^not  wish 
to  build  such  a  station  on  the  la\d. 

Rep¬ 
resentative  Paul  G.  Rogers,  who  Repre¬ 
sents  the  district  in  which  the  latid  is 


located,  introduced  the  measure/in 
:  House  of  Representatives.  The  .bill  wi 
i  passed  by  the  House.  f 

I  believe  this  is  a  meritorious  measure. 
I  gladly  consented  to  a  postponement  of 
its  consideration  the  other  day  when  it 
was  called  on  the  calendar,  because  of  the 
necessary  absence  of  the  .Senator  from 
j  Oregon.  / 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
!  make  a  brief  statement  on  the  bill,  so 
that  there  will  be  no  misunderstanding  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  bill  violates  the 
j  so-called  Morse  formula. 

This  bill  would  authorize  the  General 
Services  Administrator  to  convey  to  the 
Board  of  Count/  Commissioners  of  Lee 
County,  Fla.,  without  consideration,  a 
tract  of  land  consisting  of  7.2  acres  of 
unimproved  Surplus  land  located  at 
Punta  Rassa/Lee  County,  Fla. 

The  land/in  question  was  conveyed  to 
the  Federal  Government  for  a  nominal 
consideration  of  $10  for  the  specific  pur¬ 
pose  ofYconstructing  and  operating  a 
Coast  Guard  lifeboat  station. 

Thq'property  has  been  reported  excess 
in  October  1954  and  was  determined  to  be 
surplus  in  January  1955  by  the  General 
Services  Administration. 

is  bill  would  appear  equitable  in  per¬ 
iling  the  transfer  without  considera- 


NEDECAH,  WIS.,  TO  THE  VILLAGE 
OF  NEDECAH 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  1210, 
House  bill  2889,  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
veyance  of  certain  land  in  Nedecah,  Wis., 
.to  the  village  of  Nedecah. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

re  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  2889) 
to  provide  for  the  conveyance  of  certain 
land  In  Nedecah,  Wis.,  to  the  village  of 
Nedecai 

The  'PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  ikon  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator,  from  Kentucky. 

The  motioij  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There 
was  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  has 
been  previously  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  mV,  President,  the  bill 
would  authorize  they  General  Services 
Administration  to  convey  to  the  village 
of  Necedah,  Wis.,  a  tradt  of  about  four- 
fifths  acre  of  unimproved,  land  for  $1. 

The  report  states  that  the  land  has  a 
market  value  of  about  $500.  ’ 

A  proviso  of  the  bill  recit^k  that  the 
land  is  to  be  used  for  public ‘purposes 
for  not  less  than  20  years,  with  optional 
reversion  in  event  of  nonpublic  use. 

The  village  conveyed  the  land  tc!U,he 
United  States  in  1938  for  $1.  It  desrues 
to  use  the  land  for  park,  picnic  grounc 
and  recreational  area. 
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HLGHLIGHTS;  Both  Houses  passed  measure\to  increase  allotments  on  burley,  Maryland, 
pn  lre~cured  ancl  dark  air-cured  tobaccp^s.  Several  Senators  criticized  Secretary'  > 
an  irancisco  speech  referring  to  wage  /ncrhases  for  labor.  Sen.  Watkins  defended 
inis  ration  s  water  resources  policy.  House  Appropriations  Committee  was  author- 
z.e  o  report  Interior  appropriation  bill  during  recess.  House  conferees 
j  pom  e  .  on  bill  to  increase  school/milk  and  b  ruc^llosis  programs. 


were  ap- 


1.  TOBACCO.  Passed  as  reported  H.  J.  Res.  U55 ,  to  increase  burley  tobacco  acreage 
allotments  and  marketing  quotas,  H.  J.  Res.  5l8,  t^J-ncrease  fire -cured  and 
dark  air-cured  tobacco  acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas,  and  H.  J.  Res. 
521,  to  increase  Maryland  tobacco  acreage  allotments  al^d  marketing  quotas 
(pp.  2333,  2335,^?3673  These  measures  were  then  pas  seek  by  the  Senate  without 
amendment  (pp.  2^*99,  2302).  These  proposals  are  now  reaaV  for  the  President. 


2.  SCHOOL  MILK;  BRUCELLOSIS.  House  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  8320,  to 
provide  additional  funds  for  the  school  milk  and  brucellosis  eradication  pro¬ 
grams  o  (p,  2339)  Senate  conferees  have  not  yet  been  appointed. 


3.  APPROPRIATIONS.  The  Appropriations  Committee  was  granted  permissiorkto  file, 
by  midnight,  Fri.,  Feb.  17,  a  report  on  the  Interior  Department  and  Related 
Agonies  appropriation  bill  for  1957.  p.  2333 

r_7EST0CK  AMD  POULTRY.  Rep.  Rhodes  urged  favorable  consideration  of  H.  K\6099 
and  H.  R.  7672,  to  require  the  use  of  humane  methods  in  the  slaughter  of  1* 
stock  and  poultry  shipped  in  interstate  commerce,  p.  23hO 
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_  . . .  Pep.  Gross  defended  a  ri cultural  subsidies  and  the  family  fa] 

;ainst  alleged  charges  by  the  Wall  Street  Journal  that  only  the  ine_ 
ler  was  in  "trouble"  anc  that  the  agricultural  economy  should  return 


;ff  icienty 


tOi 


-ee  market" 
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6.  RECLAl-iAflON.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  926,  to  authorize  the  construction, 

operatio\,  and  maintenance  of  the  Ventura  River  reclamation  project ,yUalif . 

(pp.  23hl, \3h3 .)  This  bill  is  now  ready  for  the  President. 

Several.  Representatives  joined  with  Rep.  Edmondson  in  urging/immediate 
favorable  consideration  of  continued  work  on  the  Arkansas  River  J3  as  in  project 
and  in  alleging  that  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  had  thwarted  the/will  of 
Congress  in  thiss  respect,  p.  2301 

The  InteriorNand.  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  without  amendment 
H.  R.  6268,  to  provide  for  the  use  of  appropriated  funds 
Interior  in  contracts  for  the  construction  of  drainage  wc 
items  on  Federal  reclamation  projects  (H.  Rept.  1768).  /p, 

\ 

7.  HOUSING.  Both  Houses  received  from  the  President  the/annual  report  of  the 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  pp.  2263,  2337 

\  / 

8.  FOREIGN  TRADE.  Various  Representatives  joined  with  Rep.  Bailey  in  criticizing 

the  State  Department  and  the  operation  of  GATT.-.  Various  Representatives 
alleged  that  American  indus trie s\ and  agricultural  commodities  were  being  harmed 
by  the  liberal  trade  policies  envisioned  under  GATT  and  OTC,  and  urged  some 
svstem  of  import  quotas  for  the  prdtectiory of  American  industry  and  agricul- 


the  Secretary  of 
:s  and  other  minor 
2390 


ture.  p.  2350 


9.  IMMIGRATION.  Rep.  Fisher  expressed  opposition  to  a  liberalization  of  the  immi¬ 
gration  and  naturalization  laws  and /defended  the  present  national  origins 
quota  system  as  being  in  the  best  sfational\interest .  p.  2379 


10.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  The  Majority  Leader  advised  that  on  Mon.,  Feb.  20  the 

Consent  Calendar  would  be  called;  Tues.,  Feb.  Si  consideration  of  the  Private 
Calendar  and  the  Interior  Department  appropriation b ill  for  1957;  and  Wed., 
Feb.  22  no  business  would  be  conducted,  p.  23Ul  \ 

11.  ADJOURNED  until  Mon.,  Feb/  20.  pp.  23hl,  2389 


/ 

/ 


/ 


SENATE 


12.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Several  Senators  criticized  rerarks  of  the  Secretary  in  a  San 
Francisco  speech/an  which  they  referred  to  news  reports  staving  that  he  "lays 
the  blame  for  low  farm  income  at  the  door  of  the  American  ways  earner", 
pp.  2283,  232j" 

The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  submitted  the  report  on  the  farm 
Bill  (S.  3To3),  with  minority  and  individual  views  (S.  Kept.  lliS/V  p.  2270 
Sen ./Humphrev  inserted  a  number  of  resolutions  adopted  bv  the  ^Princeton, 


Minn.,  Cooperative  Association  relating  to  price  supports  for  dairy 
cooper/ftives,  REA,  rural  roads,  taxes,  etc. 


_  _ _  p.  2265 

en.  Langer  inserted  a  number  of  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Americ 
National  Cattlemen’s  Association  dealing  with  national  forests,  rail  rate 
purchase  program,  imports,  brucellosis,  market  research,  "soil  bank, 
?f  grading,  commendation  of  the  Secretary,  etc.  p.  2267 
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became  ill  while  serving  as  a  Member 
of  80th  Congress,  and  had  been  a  patient 
at  th&, hospital  for  many  weeks. 

The  deceased  was  born  February  22,  1887, 
at  Lamirk  Belmont  County,  a  son  of  William 
D.  and  Naftna  Ramage  Lewis,  his  father  being 
a  member  \f  a  pioneer  Belmont  County 
family. 

After  graduating  from  St.  Clairsville  High 
School  in  1906,\he  received  his  BS  degree 
from  Muskingum  College  in  1911  and  an  LLB 
degree  at  Western\Reserve  University  Law 
School  in  1914. 

Upon  being  admitted  to  the  Ohio  bar  he 
practiced  by  himself  \ntil  1919  when  he 
formed  a  partnership  with  George  Thorn¬ 
burg.  He  served  as  trustee  of  Muskingum 
College  for  many  years. 

Mr.  Lewis  was  best  known  hi  politics  hav¬ 
ing  been  a  member  of  the  Ohio  Senate  in 
1927-28  and  1931-34,  being  Republican  floor 
leader  during  the  latter  period  and  was 
president  pro  tempore  of  the  bodyVin  1931- 
32.  In  1930  he  was  Republican  catnpaign 
chairman.  From  the  Ohio  Senate  h'e  ad¬ 
vanced  to  Congress,  being  elected  to'1- 
76th,  78th,  79th  and  80th  Congresses, 
first  illness  developed  during  the  later  ten 

Fraternally,  Mr.  Lewis  was  a  Mason,  Scot¬ 
tish  Rite  and  Shriner;  member  of  the  Elks, 
Blue  Pencil  Club,  and  a  charter  member  of 
the  Rotary.  He  was  a  devout  member  of 
the  St.  Clairsville  United  Presbyterian 
church. 

Surviving  are  his  widow,  Mrs.  Hazel  Neff 
Lewis,  who  became  his  bride  in  1916,  and 
the  following  children:  Mrs.  Paul  M.  Spur¬ 
rier  of  Dayton,  Dr.  Robert  N.  Lewis  of  St. 
Clairsville,  and  Dr.  Richard  E.  Lewis  of 
Cleveland;  two  brothers,  Attorney  Roy 
Lewis  of  St.  Clairsville,  and  Chested  Lewis 
of  Annapolis,  both  retired  Naval  officers. 

The  body  is  at  the  Johnston  Funeral 
Home,  St.  Clairsville,  where  friends  may  call. 

Services  will  be  held  at  the  Johnston 
Chapel  with  Rev.  Frank  W.  Montgomery 
officiating  at  a  time  to  be  announced  later. 
Eurial  will  follow  in  Union  Cemetery,  St. 
Clairsville. 


STATEMENT  BY  GEORGE  MEANY, 
PRESIDENT  AFL-CIO 

(Mr.  BONNER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  asked  and  was  given  permis¬ 
sion  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the 
New  York  Times  for  Wednesday,  Febru¬ 
ary  15,  1956,  there  appears  a  story,  origi¬ 
nating  in  Miami  Beach,  which  reads 
follows: 

George  Meany  rejected  today  a  reaGest 
that  maritime  unions  affiliated  witj*  the 
merged  labor  movement  meet  with  ,the  In¬ 
ternational  Longshoremen’s  and  Warehouse¬ 
men’s  Union  and  the  International  Long¬ 
shoremen’s  Association. 

Mr.  Meany  made  no  effort  tirf  conceal  his 
anger  at  the  request  for  a  disoussion  of  ship¬ 
ping  problems  made  in  a  letter  sent  to  him 
by  Representative  Herbert  C.  Bonner,  Demo¬ 
crat,  of  North  Carolina,  Who  is  chairman  of 
the  House  Merchant  Marine  Committee. 

“It  ought  to  be  a  matter  of  great  interest 
to  the  American  people  when  a  Member  of 
Congress  suggests  What  we  sit  down  with 
Commies  and  gangsters,”  the  president  of 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor  and  Con¬ 
gress  of  Industrial  Organizations  declared. 
“We  have  ncuintention  of  doing  it,  whether 
Mr.  BoNNEiylikes  it  or  not.” 

The  International  Longshoremen’s  and 
Warehousemen’s  Union,  headed  by  Harry 
Bridges/was  expelled  from  the  CIO  6  years 
ago  onrcharges  it  was  Communist  controlled. 
The/lnternational  Longshoremen’s  Associa¬ 
tion  was  dropped  from  the  AFL  in  1952  for 
failure  to  rid  itself  of  underworld  elements. 


Ordinarily,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  pay 
no  attention  to  a  story  of  this  kind.  But 
here  is  a  statement  from  the  leader  of 
a  great  labor  organization  representing 
millions  of  American  workers.  In  all 
fairness,  I  am  convinced  that  Mr.  Meany 
has  been  misled  in  this  situation,  and  I 
should  like  to  place  the  facts  of  the  mat¬ 
ter  before  the  American  public. 

During  the  1st  session  of  the  84th  Con¬ 
gress,  the  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries  Committee  undertook  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  study  of  the  maritime  industry  with 
the  prime  purpose  in  mind  of  attempt¬ 
ing  to  ascertain  why  this  country  does 
not  presently  have  the  strong,  vigorous 
merchant  marine  contemplated  by  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936.  It  seemed 
to  me  and  to  the  other  members  of  the 
committee  that  no  stone  should  be  left 
unturned  in  efforts  to  get  to  the  root 
of  whatever  deficiency  might  lie  in  the 
way  of  a  healthy  merchant  marine. 

Almost  at  the  outset  of  our  study,  se¬ 
rious  problems  developed  in  the  field  of 
s  labor-management  relationships  in  this 
idustry.  The  committee  attempted  a 
d'etailed  analysis  of  all  the  issues  and 
phases  of  these  problems  and  over  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  months  conducted  field  studies, 
closed  off-the-record  meetings,  ar^d  open 
hearings.  The  results  of  our  \york  are 
set  forth  in  House  Report  No/1658  en¬ 
titled  “Labor-Management  Problems  of 
the  American  Merchant  Marine.” 

One  of  the'eonclusions  in  that  report, 
which  incidentally  was  unanimously  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  membership  of  the  House 
Merchant  Marine\C9fhmittee,  reads  as 
follows: 

(a)  Some  union /leaders  have  permitted 
personality  conflicts  and 'animosities  to  in¬ 
fluence  decisions/to  the  detmnent  in  the  long 
run  of  not  omy  the  American  merchant 
marine  and  /he  national  defense  of  the 
United  States,  but  even  the  welfare  of  their 
own  membership.  Demands  by  union  leaders 
for  highe/  pay  and  greater  benefits  have,  at 
times,  failed  to  take  into  account  the  finan¬ 
cial  impact  on  the  companies,  the  Govern¬ 
ment,’  and  the  taxpayers.  This  tendency, 
where  it  occurs,  could  cause  great  hari\to 
the  American  merchant  marine,  althoug 
ragically  it  might  be  followed  by  those  wh? 
/most  strongly  favor  the  American-flag  ship-’ 
ping  and  are  in  a  position  to  lose  the  most 
by  its  demise. 

It  is  no  secret  in  the  industry  that  an 
open  break  occurred  here  in  Washington 
last  March  between  Mr.  Harry  Lunde- 
berg,  president  of  the  AFL  seagoing 
union  and  Mr.  Joseph  Curran,  president 
of  the  CIO  seagoing  union.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  first  recommendation  in  the 
committee's  report  reads  as  follows: 

The  president  of  the  newly  formed  labor® 
group,  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
and  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations, 
should  evert  all  possible  and  proper  influ¬ 
ence  to  work  out  a  unified  labor  approach  on 
the  part  of  the  seagoing  unions. 

Thereafter,  under  date  of  January  31, 
1956,  I  addressed  the  following  letter  to 
Mr.  George  Meany,  president  of  the 
AFL-CIO: 

Mr.  George  Meant, 

President,  AFL-CIO 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Meany:  During  the  1st  session  of 
the  84th  Congress,  this  committee  conducted 
a  study  of  labor-management  problems  in 
the  maritime  industry.  Extensive  hearings 


were  held  both  in  closed  and  open  sessions 
before  the  committee,  and  I  am  enclosing 
a  copy  of  the  printed  record  of  the  open  hear¬ 
ings.  Recently  the  committee  unanimously 
adopted  a  report  containing  its  conclusions 
and  recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
problems  in  this  area.  A  copy  of1’ the  report 
is  also  enclosed.  / 

Your  attention  is  directed ^particularly  to 
the  first  recommendation  contained  on  page 
31  of  the  report.  It  was  the  hope  of  the 
committee  that  the  recent  merger  of  the  two 
great  labor  groups  of  /this  country  might 
form  the  basis  for  some  effective  and  bene¬ 
ficial  action  toward  forking  out  some  of  the 
differences  which  presently  exist  among  the 
unions,  particularly  in  the  seagoing  phase 
of  the  maritime  industry.  I  would  appreciate 
receiving  your  /reaction  to  the  overall  prob¬ 
lems  in  this/field  and  particularly  to  the 
committee’/  recommendation  to  which  ref¬ 
erence  is  made  above. 

Sincerely, 

f  Herbert  C.  Bonner, 

/  Chairman. 

/ 

Kir.  Speaker,  these  documents  speak 
for  themselves.  I  did  not  make  public 
/the  letter  of  January  31  to  Mr.  Meany, 
because  I  regarded  it  as  somewhat  per¬ 
sonal  in  nature  in  that  I  merely  asked 
for  his  reaction  to  the  overall  problems 
in  the  field  of  maritime  labor  relations. 
I  have  not  received  any  reply  or  ac¬ 
knowledgment  to  that  letter  but,  of 
course,  I  feel  completely  justified  in  quot¬ 
ing  it  at  this  time  in  view  of  the  press 
story  in  yesterday’s  Times. 

I  have  nothing  further  to  add  except 
to  express  the  hope  that  Mr.  Meany  will 
reread  my  letter,  as  well  as  the  commit¬ 
tee’s  report,  and  then  join  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  its  attempts  to  promote  a  better 
climate  for  his  great  industry. 


SPECIAL  SCHOOL  MILK  PROGRAM 
AND  BRUCELLOSIS  ERADICATION 
PROGRAM 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  8320)  to 
amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and 
the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  with  respect 
to  the  special  school  milk  program  and 
the  brucellosis  eradication  program  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  disagree  to 
the  Senate  amendments,  and  request  a 
conference  with  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Cooley,  Poage,  Aber- 
nethy,  Hope,  and  August  H.  Andresen. 


OF  RECORD 

Mr.  Speaker,  I 


CORRECTI 

Mr.  EDMONDSd 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  correct  the 
permanent  Record  of  Tuesday,  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1956.  On  page  3239,  line  2,  the 
word  “insufficiently”  should  be  corrected 
to  read  "sufficiently.”  Also-,  on  line  37 
of  page  2240  the  remarks  attributed  to 
the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Metcalf]  should  be  attributed  to  me. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  6kla 
homa? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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SHAME— AND  COURAGE— IN 
ALABAMA 

ALL  asked  and  was  given  per- 
extend  his  remarks  at  this 
e  Record  and  include  an  edi- 


(Mr: 
mission 
point  in 
torial.) 

Mr.  UD, 
wrote  these 
for  whom  the 
It  seems  to 
these  words 


Mr.  Speaker,  a  poet  once 
ds:  “Never  send  to  know 
1  tolls,  it  tolls  for  thee.” 
that  the  wisdom  of 
to  democratic  so- 


applr 

cieties— as  well  as  tV  humanity  at  large. 
Hence,  to  paraphrase),  as  a  democratic 
people  we  stand  together  as  one,  and 
anything  of  great  human  concern  that 
happens  in  any  State  or  city  happens  to 
us  all. 

In  one  day  last  week  at  'Tuscaloosa, 
Ala.,  America  descended  to  the  depths 
and  rose  to  the  heights.  A  riity) — the 
ruthless  destroyer  of  the  very  fabric  and 
conscience  of  a  democracy — gathered  on 
a  university  campus  and  worked  its  whl. 

But  there  was  another  side  to  the  pic¬ 
ture.  We  saw  the  remarkable  courage, 
of  Miss  Autherine  Lucy,  risking  her  life 
for  principles  imbedded  in  our  Consti¬ 
tution.  This  young  American  gives  us 
great  pride  in  the  human  spirit. 

And  we  take  great  pride,  too,  in  the 
courage  of  a  newspaper  down  the 
street  —  the  Tuscaloosa  News  —  which 
boldly  denounced  this  ugly  demonstra¬ 
tion.  The  American  free  press  had  a 
moment  of  glory  when  the  News  declared 
Its  position. 

lire  great  body  of  Americans  who  be¬ 
lieve  in  the  innate  decency  and  lawful¬ 
ness  of  their  fellowmen,  whether  they 
reside  in  the  North,  South,  East  or  West, 
are  frightened,  and  perhaps  heartened, 
by  these  events. 

We  must  earnestly  hope  that  the  wise 
counsel  of  the  News  will  not  go  unheeded, 
and  that  those  who  love  our  country  will 
preserve  its  finest  traditions  in  the  days 
of  trial  ahead. 

With  this  preface,  I  present  the  edi¬ 
torial  published  by  the  Tuscaloosa 
News  shortly  after  the  riot.  It  should 
give  pause  to  those  who  are  quick  to  is¬ 
sue  sweeping  condemnations  of  “the 
South,”  and  new  hope  to  those  who  be 


the  considered  Judgment,  often  expressed,  of 
many  who  watched  the  action  without  par¬ 
ticipating  in  it. 

The  target  was  Autherine  Lucy.  Her 
“crimes”?  She  was  born  black,  and  she  was 
moving  against  Southern  custom  and  tra¬ 
dition— but  with  the  law,  right  on  up  to  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court,  on  her  side. 

What  does  it  mean  today  at  the  University 
of  Alabama,  and  here  in  Tuscaloosa,  to  have 
the  law  on  your  side? 

The  answer  has  to  be:  Nothing  that  is, 
If  a  mob  disagrees  with  you  and  the  courts. 

As  matters  now  stand,  the  university  ad¬ 
ministration  and  trustees  have  knuckled 
under  to  the  pressures  and  desires  of  a  mob. 
What  is  to  keep  the  same  mob,  if  uncon¬ 
trolled  again,  from  taking  over  in  any  other 
field  where  it  decides  to  impose  its  wishes? 
Apparently,  nothing. 

What  is  the  answer  to  a  mob?  We  think 
that  is  clear.  It  lies  in  firm,  decisive  action. 
It  lies  in  the  use  of  whatever  force  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  restrain  and  subdue  anyone  who  is 
violating  the  law. 

Not  a  single  university  student  has  been 
arrested  on  the  campus  and  that  is  no  in¬ 
dictment  against  the  men  in  uniform,  but 
against  higher  levels  which  failed  to  give 
•them  clean-cut  authority  to  go  along  with 
responsibility. 

What  has  happened  here  is  far  more  in 
portant  than  whether  a  Negro  girl  is  a'd- 
mitted  to  the  university.  We  have  a  break¬ 
down  of  law  and  order,  and  abject  surrender 
to  what  rs  expedient  rather  than  a  courageous 
stand  forWhat  js  right.  / 

Yes,  there-’s  peace  on  the  university  cam- 
this  motping.  But  what , a  price  has 


pus 

been  paid  for  fit 


HUMANE  SLAUC 
STOCK  . 

(Mr.  RHODES  oV 


TEEING  OF  LIVE- 
OULTRY 
nnsylvania  asked 
and  was  given  penifiissidn  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.)  \ 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 

Speaker,  there  is  an  increasing  demand 
for  prompt  action  by  Congress\to  enact 
legislation  to  require  the  use  of  humane 
method's  in  the  slaughter  of  livestock 
and  poultry  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
mence.  \ 

.-I  need  not  elaborate  on  some  of  the 
^present  cruel  and  inhumane  practices'  has  not  cooled  in  Lithuania 
lieve  the  real  South  is  preparing  to  move  being  employed  by  the  slaughtering  in¬ 
forward  in  the  face  of  this  great  chal/  dustry  of  our  Nation.  They  are  well 

known  and  have  been  documented  by 


lenge. 

Peace  at  What  Price 

When  mobs  start  imposing  their  frenzied 
Will  on  universities,  we  have  a  bad  situation. 

But  that  is  what  has  happened'  here  at 
the  University  of  Alabama.  And/ft  is  a  de¬ 
velopment  over  which  the  Univjfrsity  of  Al¬ 
abama,  the  people  of  this  State/and  the  com¬ 
munity  of  Tuscaloosa  shojfld  be  deeply 
ashamed — and  more  than  a little  afraid. 

Our  Government’s  authority  springs  from 
the  will  of  the  people.  ,But  their  wishes,  if 
we  are  to  be  guided  bjyfiemocratic  processes, 
must  be  expressed  bv/ballot  at  the  polls,  by 
action  in  the  legislative  halls,  and  finally  by 
interpretation  froift  the  bench.  No  intelli¬ 
gent  expression  ever  has  come  from  a  crazed 
mob,  and  it  neyer  will. 

And  make  no  mistake.  There  was  a  mob, 
in  the  worst/sense,  at  the  University  of  Ala¬ 
bama  Monday. 

Every  person  who  witnessed  the  events 
there  with  comparative  detachment  speaks 
of  the, tragic  nearness  with  which  our  great 
univpfsity  came  to  being  associated  with  a 
mu/der — yes,  we  said  murder. 

fnd  “if  they  could  have  gotten  their  hands 
her,  they  would  have  killed- her,”  that  was 


personal  experience  and  by  the  reports 
of  various  humane  societies. 

Despite  the  fact  that  many  new  de¬ 
vices  guaranteeing  humane  slaughtering 
are  now  available,  these  abuses  continue 
on  a  wide  scale.  Remedial  legislation 
has  been  introduced  in  the  House  and 
Senate,  requiring  that  humane  slaugh¬ 
tering  methods  be  adopted  by  the 
slaughtering  industry  within  a  2 -year 
period.  These  bills,  H.  R.  6099,  intro¬ 
duced  by  Congresswoman  Griffiths  and 
H.  R.  7672,  introduced  by  Congressman 
Hiestand,  are  now  pending  before  the 
House  Agriculture  Committee. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  my  hope  that  favor¬ 
able  action  will  be  taken  on  these  bills 
in  this  session  of  Congress.  As  one  of 
my  constituents  recently  stated  in  a 
letter — 

I’ve  no  doubt  that  the  brilliant  minds  who 
have  come  up  with  so  many  complex  meth¬ 
ods  for  mass  killing  could,  for  a  change, 
emerge  with  a  simple  answer  to  this  one. 


THIRTY-EIGHTH  ANNIVERSARY  O; 
LITHUANIAN  INDEPENDENCE 

(Mr.  SEELY -BROWN  asked  and/was 
given  permission  to  address  the  ^House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and/extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN,  m/  Speaker, 
today  is  the  38th  anniversary  of  the 
independence  of  Lithuania,  a  friendly 
Baltic  country  which  has  made  an  im¬ 
portant  contribution  pi  its  human  re¬ 
sources  in  the  past  to, help  make  our  own 
country  strong  and/great,  but  a  country 
which,  alas,  is  n^c  now  free  and  inde¬ 
pendent. 

We  have  besfi  inspired  this  morning 
by  the  opening  prayer  of  our  guest  chap¬ 
lain  for  the/day,  an  American  priest  of 
Lithuania)/  ancestry,  and  we  want  the 
people  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  in  Lithu¬ 
ania  to'know  that  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  is  devoting  a  part  of  its  session 
today  to  expressions  by  its  members  in 
recognition  of  this  anniversary  which 
eans  so  much  in  Lithuania’s  long  and 
troubled  history.  We  send  them,  in  be¬ 
half  of  the  American  people,  a  message 
of  hope  and  of  confidence. 

In  my  State,  which  has  a  population 
almost  equal  to  that  of  Lithuania,  al¬ 
though  Lithuania  is  five  times  as  large 
in  area,  we  are  proud  of  our  many  fel¬ 
low  citizens  who  are  of  Lithuanian  origin 
and  ancestry.  In  Connecticut  those  per¬ 
sons  who  are  of  Lithuanian  birth  are 
the  ninth  largest  group  of  foreign-born 
citizens,  and  their  native-born  children 
and  grandchildren  increase  this  number 
manyfold,  so  that  a  great  many  Con¬ 
necticut  families  are  tied  to  Lithuania 
by  blood,  but  an  even  greater  number, 
consisting  mostly  of  people  who  perhaps 
never  have  seen  Lithuania,  are  tied  to 
the  people  of  that  valiant  country  by 
bonds  of  affection. 

Soviet  imperialism  has  made  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Lithuania  captives.  By  subversion 
and  by  force  they  are  ruled  by  those  who 
are  not  of  their  free  and  independent 
choice.  But  the  passion  for  freedom 
that  burns  in  the  breasts  of  all  mankind 

On  the 

ontrary,  the  determination  to  have  their 
untry  once  again  free  and  independent 
is  greater  than  ever. 

erefore,  on  this  38th  anniversary 
of  Lithuanian  Independence  Day,  the 
people  '  of  my  State  and  of  all  of  the 
United  States  send  a  warm  and  heartfelt 
greeting,  ^ith  a  message  that  our  peo¬ 
ple  and  the  whole  free  world  pray  for 
their  deliverance  and  seek  every  prac¬ 
ticable  opportunity  to  aid  them  in  their 
noble  aspiratior 

THIRTY-EIGHTH  ANNIVERSARY  OF 
LITHUANIAN  INDEPENDENCE 

(Mr.  FORD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  address  the  House  for  1  min¬ 
ute  and  to  revise  and  expend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  tdday,  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  marks  the  38th  anniversary 
of  independence  for  Lithuania.  Njt  is  a 
time  to  forcefully  remind 
loving  nations  of  the  three  million 
uanians  living  behind  the  Iron  Curt 
who  were  deprived  of  their  right 
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HIGHLIGHTS-FEB .  21:  House  passed  Interior  app_ 
Service. ’  Rep.  Widnall  urged  quota  exemption 
and  others  discussed  corn  situation  in\con 


bpriation  bill,  which  includes  Forest 
f  wheat  used  on  farm.  Sen.  Pirksen 
ction  with  farm  bill.  Sen.  Dirksen 


inserted  Secretary's  letter  replying  to 
business  with  convicted  warehousemen, 
preference  law.  Bill  to  continue  scho 
•inference.  Sen.  Allott  introduced 
nIGHLIGHTS-FEB.  22:  Senate  began  debate 
Mclntire  introduced  and  Sen.  Smith/ disc* 
ion  and  labeling.  Reps.  Cooley yknd  Hope 
expenses  of  Advisory  Committee 


Humphrev's  charge  that  USDA  does 
Butler  urged  continuation  of  cargo 
and  brucellosis  programs  was. sent  to 
discussed  bill  to  broaden  farm  loan  authority 
till.  Sen.  Smith  (Me.)  and  Rep. 
to  require  Irish  potato  inspect- 
introducdd  bills  to  authorize  USDA  to  pay 
and  Water  Conservation. 


HOUSE  -  February  21 

1.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  939®,  the  Interior  Department 

and  related  a^/ncles  appropriation  bill  for  1957,  which  incites  Forest  Service 
items,  p.  2( 

During/ciebate  on  this  bill  Rep.  Wolverton  inserted  correspondence  urging 
Federal  action  to  solve  the  blackbird  problem  which  has  been 'encoWb ere d  by 
farmers,/  p.  2653 

A 

2,  WHEAT./ Rep.  Widnall  recommended  legislation  to  exempt  from  quotas  whea^prc  duced 
and/used  on  a  farm.  p.  2642 

Rep.  Hoffman,  Mich.,  took  the  same  position  and  also  objected  to  controls 
generalo  p.  2o43 

PF/WAWKiWON}  WEATHER  CONTROL.  Rep.  Dawson,  Utah,  objected  to  a  proposal  that 
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T^vper  Colorai*  reclamation  project  be  postponed  because  of  the  possibility  that 
rain  can  be  induced  artificially,  p.  2660 

4.  TRANSPORTATION,  Rep.  Gray  spoke  against  any  further  increases  in  freight/rates, 
particularly  from  the  farmers’  standpoint,  p.  2665 

SENATE  -  February  21 

5.  FARM  PROGRAM Sen.  Dirksen  discussed  'with  Sen.  Aiken  and  others  ytie  corn  previ¬ 

sions  in  the  farm  bill,  opposing  high  rigid  supports,  favoring  Additional  corn 
allotments  and  eligibility  of  corn  producers  for  the  soil  bank'  pro  gram «  p.262© 
Sen.  Clement's  (for  himself  and  Sen.  Barkley)  submitted  Amendments  intended 
to  be  proposed  to  S.  3183,  the  farm  bill.  p.  2603 

6.  CCC  STORAGE  CONTRACTS^  Sen.  Dirksen  inserted  Sen.  Humphrey’s  letter  charging 

that  this  Department  isv  doing  business  with  warehousemen  who  have  teen  convict 
of  thefts  of  Government^owned  grain,  and  Secretary  Beeson’s  reply  to  Sen. 
Humphrey  denying  this  change,  p.  26c6 

7.  TRANSPORTATION.  Sen.  Butler  objected  to  proposals/that  shipment  of  surplus  com¬ 

modities  be  exempted  from  the\jC-50  cargo  preference  law  and  stated  that  the 
law  should  be  strengthened,  p\2607 

8.  MILK;  BRUCELLOSIS.  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  8320,  to  continue 

the  school -milk  and  brucellosis-eradication  programs.  House  conferees  have 
been  appointed,  p.  2639 

5.  PERSONNEL.  Received  from  the  Civil  Service  Commission  a  proposed  bill  to  author¬ 
ize  the  training  of  Federal  employees'  aoVubllc  or  private  facilities;  to  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee./  p.  259j4 

Agreed  to,  with  amendments,  s/  Res.  165,  directing  the  Judiciary  Committee 
to  make  a  study  of  constitutional/ rights .  pp\  26C8,  2619 

■k")*  REORGANIZATION .  Received  a  resolution  from  theYTruck— Trailer  T,Tanufacturers  1 
Association  favoring  the  Hoover  Commission  rec crape rdat ions .  p.  2594 

Received  a  resolution  from  an  REA  ccoperativBv in  Minn,  opposing  the  Hoover 
Commission  recommendations  as  they  would  affect  REAv  p.  2595 

_1.  HONE 1 .  oen .  Humphrey  inserted  resolutions  of  the  American  Beekeeping  Federation 
favoring  continuation  of  honey  price  supports  at  present  levels  3  p.  2595 

12.  FORESTRY.  Sen.  Humphrey  inserted  an  Izaak  Walton  League  resolution  recommending 
establishment  c f  a  Forest  Hydrologic  Laboratory  in  Mm.  p.  2595 


13.  SCHOOL  MILK.  Sen,  Humphrey  inserted  a  Minn.  PTA  petition  favor J 
of  the  school  milk  program,  p.  2595 


continuation 


14‘  R?f?rS\  Humphrey  inserted  a  statement  by  the  Minn.  Department  V  highways 

xa/oring  an  expanded  Federal  highway  program,  p.  2596 

15,  Sen  Humphrey  in3erted  an  REA  cooperative  1  s  resoluti\ favor- 

federal  development  of  Niagara  electric  power,  p.  2596 
/  Sen.  Lehman  spoke  in  favon  of  this  project,  p.  2607 

Agrfed^  amendment,  to  S.  Res.  170,  authorizing  the  Judici^ 

/  <omr.it tee  to  make  a  study  of  the  antitrust  laws.  pp.  2620  ,  2623 
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WithdVt  going  into  the  terms,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  satisfied  that, 
in  keeping\with  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator’s  suggestion,  we  can  come  before 
the  Senate,  wjth  the  concurrence,  and 
I  hope  with  thkassent  and  approval,  of 
the  majority  leader  and  the  policy  com¬ 
mittee,  with  a  biirwhich  is  a  respectable 
one,  a  bill  which  wnl  be  reasonable,  sen¬ 
sible,  and  practical, \and  will  afford  a 
basis  upon  which  the  Senate  may  begin 
to  consider  the  subject*\matter.  There 
are  minor  differences  of  opinion.  Many 
persons  say  the  bill  is  too\cumbersome. 
But,  for  my  part,  I  am  wiling  to  let 
that  question  be  the  subject \of  discus¬ 
sion  and  debate,  to  see  what  ca\  be  done 
about  amending  the  bill. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  My  point  5S  this: 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  resolutiornsub- 
mitted  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  \pd 
the  Senator  from  California;  but  I 
not  want  to  see  that  resolution  be  mad' 
the  peg  upon  which  postponement  of 
action  can  be  taken  with  respect  to  the 
bill  of  which  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
is  the  main  sponsor. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator’s  havipg  said  that.  I  so  tried  to 
express  myself  to  the  distinguished  ma¬ 
jority  leader.  I  believe  he  has  given  us 
the  assurance  that  that  will  not  be  the 
case. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  given 
that  assurance  to  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  I  have  given  it  also  to  the 
policy  committee.  I  have  given  that  as¬ 
surance  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
every  time  I  have  talked  with  him.  I 
gave  it  to  him  at  least  2  or  3  times  before 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  raised  the 
question.  I  again  repeat  my  assurance. 

But  at  any  time  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  or  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
desires  to  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  in  which  they  are  interested, 
they  will  be  perfectly  within  their  rights 
to  make  such  a  motion;  and  if  a  majority 
of  the  Senate  supports  them,  the  Senate 
can  then  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  We  are  in  com¬ 
plete  agreement  on  that.  I  only  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Texas  that  we  do 
enact  legislation  by  assurances;  we 
it  by  votes. 

The  President  of  the  United  Stated,  in 
the  veto  message  which  he  sent  Jeo  the 
Congress  on  the  natural  gas  Will,  for 
which  bill  I  voted,  castigated Jme  lobby 
which  was  operating  here  for  that  bill, 
and  used  the  word  “arrogant”  in  de¬ 
scribing  the  activities  of  that  lobby. 

I  agree  that  when  t^e  president  of 
an  oil  company  has  /i  personal  fund 
from  which  he  mak^rfe — or  attempts  to 
make,  I  should  say^-cash  contributions 
through  an  agenUwho  asks  of  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate,  “How  are  you  going 
to  vote  upon  tfefe  natural  gas  bill?”  that 
is  a  corrupt  practice  and  highly  deserves 
the  appellation  of  arrogance  as  applied 
to  it  by  the  President. 

I  shoulu  say  to  my  friends  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  we  can  defend  our  own  integrity 
and  pur  own  dignity  only  by  proceeding 
with  respect  to  the  matters  of 
ich  we  have  knowledge.  There  is  not 
Member  of  Congress  in  the  House  or 
rthe  Senate  who  does  not  know  how 


campaign  contributions  are  used  these 
days.  The  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  and  the  Clerk  of  the  Senate 
have  evidence  now  of  the  contributions 
which  were  made. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  could  not  let  this 
evening  pass  without  having  the  Record 
contain  a  statement  of  my  position, 
which  is  in  favor  of  immediate  action 
upon  a  pending  bill  which  is  on  the 
calendar. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr 
President,  I  have  felt  that  because  of 
the  pendency  of  the  work  of  the  select 
committee,  I  should  refrain  from  com¬ 
menting  on  the  matters  which  have  been 
presented  at  this  time.  Therefore,  I  trust 
that  my  failure  to  make  a  statement  at 
this  time  will  be  understood,  and  not 
misunderstood. 


rain 


AMENDMENT  OF  AGRICULTURAL 
ACT  OF  1949 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  announcing  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  8320)  to  amend  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  special 
school  milk  program  and  the  brucellosis 
eradication  program  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1956,  and  requesting  a 
conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  disa¬ 
greeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  insist  upon  its  amendment,  agree 
to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a  con¬ 
ference,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Ellen- 
der,  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Carolina,  Mr. 
Holland,  Mr.  Aiken,  and  Mr.  Young  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


ORDIJfl  FOR  CONSIDERATION 
FARM  BILL 

fr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  prE 
lous  announcement  was  made  of  the! 
'scheduling  of  Executive  Q,  83d  Congress, 
1st  session,  for  consideration  following 
the  reading  of  Washington’s  Farewell 
Address  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey]  tomorrow. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  following 
the  consideration  of  that  convention. 
Calendar  No.  1503,  S.  3183,  to  provide  an 
improved  farm  program,  be  made  the 
unfinished  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 


ARMS  FURNISHED  TO  COUNTRIES 
OF  THE  NEAR  EAST 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
now  clear  that  the  Senate  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions  Committee  will  hear  from  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State  on  the  middle  eastern 
question.  I  hope,  however,  that  our 
investigation  into  our  Near  East  policy 
will  not  be  confined  to  an  inquiry  into  the 
sending  of  18  tanks  to  Saudi  Arabia. 
The  disclosure  of  this  action  in  itself  is  a 
matter  of  serious  concern.  It  raised 


serious  doubts  as  to  the  sincerity  of 
desire  to  prevent  an  arms  race  in 
Near  East.  In  addition,  the  off- 
on-again  performance  of  the  adminis¬ 
tration  showed  vacillation,  equivocation, 
and  a  lack  of  a  clear  and  firm  policy. 

We  should  investigate  why  we  are 
sending  arms  to  Iraq  as  well  hs  to  Saudi 
Arabia — and  how  much — -and  why  we 
insist  on  strengthening/forces  in  the 
Near  East  which  are  n6t  committed  to 
democracy,  but  are  atfwar  with  democ¬ 
racy.  We  should  review  our  policy  to¬ 
ward  Egypt  in  the  light  of  Nasser’s  in¬ 
creasing  drift  ^toward  Moscow.  We 
should  ask  why'  the  administration  has 
not  yet  agreed  to  sell  arms  to  Israel, 
which  is  a  democracy  with  whom  we  have 
the  closesLfies.  We  should  ask  whether 
our  continued  hesitancy  to  grant  Israel’s 
requesters  costing  us  the  friendship  of  the 
peoplgraf  Israel  and  the  respect  of  other 
t-atic  peoples  throughout  the 
We  must  ask  whether  our  policy 
rot  having  a  boomerang  effect.  Are 
not  heightening  the  threat  of  a  new 
Arab  attack  on  Israel? 

What  we  do  on  this  issue  may  weaken 
our  cause  if  other  nations  come  to  believe 
that  we  are  not  firmly  determined  to 
strengthen  democratic  elements  in  the 
resistance  to  Communist  aggression. 

We  should  investigate  fully  our  Gov- 
|  ernment’s  attitude  toward  the  Arab 
boycott  and  blockade  as  they  affect 
j  American  business  and  the  rights  of 
American  citizens.  We  should  ask  how 
long  the  Johnston  plan  will  be  delayed 
through  Arab  refusal  to  accept  it,  and 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  our  Gov- 
I  ernment  to  proceed  with  the  Aswan  Dam 

En  Egypt  while  deferring  action  indefi- 
litely  on  the  Johnston  Jordan  develop- 
nent  plan. 

These  are  only  a  few  of  the  issues 
/bach  must  be  thoroughly  canvassed  and 
xplored  by  Congress.  Our  Near  East 
policy  has  been  changed  several  times 
within  the  last  few  years.  We  must 
know  what  it  is  and  whether  we  have 
really  developed  a  carefully  planned  pol¬ 
icy  which  will  lead  to  peace,  economic 
development,  and  democratic  strength  in 
e  Near  East. 

have  brought  these  questions  to  the 
ntion  of  the  Senate  this  evening  be¬ 
cause^  I  desire  that  they  appear  in  the 
Congressional  Record,  so  that  when  the 
SecretaW  of  State  appears  before  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
he  will  knbw  something  of  the  scope  of 
interest  and  of  the  inquiries  which  may 
be  directed  tXhim. 

It  is  my  intention,  Mr.  President,  to 
question  the  Secretary,  within  the  lim¬ 
its  of  the  time  available,  very  definitely 
and  in  detail  about  \{iese  particular  mat¬ 
ters,  as  well  as  otherspubjects  to  which  I 
have  addressed  myselitfrom  time  to  time 
in  the  Senate.  V 

I  ask  unanimous  cogent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  two 
editorials  concerning  the  shipment  of 
arms  to  the  Middle  East.  Ofic,  entitled 
“Arms  to  the  Middle  East,”  appeared  in 
the  New  York  Times  on  February  18, 
1956,  and  the  second,  entitled  “Over  the 
Oil  Barrel,”  appeared  this  morning  in 
the  Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald- 
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I  cimmend  them  both  to  the  attention 
of  m^olleagues. 

Therkbeing  no  objection,  the  editorials 
were  orcflsred  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  follows : 

[Prom  the  l\w  York  Times  of  February  18, 
'  1956] 

Arms  'i'Ss  the  Middle  East 

The  blunder  of  tbe  State  Department  In  at 
first  authorizing  th\shipment  of  18  tanks  to 
Saudi  Arabia  is  on^of  those  inexplicable 
abberatlons  that  sometimes  hit  the  official 
mentality.  Senator  Humphrey,  of  Minne¬ 
sota  (not  to  mention  th\  Israeli  Embassy), 
called  the  decision  “incredible”  and  that  was 
a  good  word  for  it.  In  stepping  in  to  cancel 
the  shipment,  President  Eisenhower  was  do¬ 
ing  only  what  he  had  to  do,  but  the  mystery 
is  why  he  was  put  in  such  a  posnion. 

Since  it  is  an  ill  wind  that  doeknot  blow 
some  good,  this  incident  may  at  least  force 
the  administration  to  stop  floundering 
around  on  the  business  of  arms  to  the  IWiddle 
East.  The  original  decision  to  hold  bacfe  on 
the  sale  of  arms  to  Israel  was  understandable. 
It  was  and  is  important  to  avoid  an  am\ 
race,  if  possible.  In  addition,  public  opinion, 
here  and  throughout  the  free  world  was 
shocked  by  the  brutal  reprisal  raid  of  the 
Israelis  against  the  Syrians  on  December  11. 
If  that  was  what  arms  were  going  to  be  used 
for,  we  certainly  wanted  to  have  no  part  of  it. 

However,  the  situation  today  is  different. 
Our  policy,  which  is  shared  by  Britain  and 
France,  is  to  try  to  keep  a  rough  balance  of 
armed  strength  in  the  Middle  East  as  a  de¬ 
terrent  to  both  sides.  As  it  happens,  the  bal¬ 
ance  has  now  been  upset  by  the  large  ship¬ 
ments  of  Iron  Curtain  arms  to  Egypt.  While 
it  is  true  that  the  Egyptians  have  not  had 
time  yet  to  master  these  arms,  the  fact  re¬ 
mains  that  they  have  a  potential  edge  on 
Israel,  especially  in  the  air.  The  twin  jet 
ILr-28  bombers  supplied  by  the  Communists, 
for  instance,  are  much  the  most  powerful 
striking  weapons  today  on  either  side.  Israel 
has  nothing  comparable,  and  it  is  arguable 
that  she  should  be  sold  bombers  for  defense. 

The  danger  of  a  conflict  started  by  either 
side  is  still  great,  and  the  United  States, 
Britain,  and  France  must  quickly  take  meas¬ 
ures  to  be  ready  to  stop  a  conflagration  or 
even  prevent  one.  Sending  tanks  to  Saudi 
Arabm  would  have  been  like  pouring  oil  on 


consideration  that  Europe  is  almost  totally 
dependent  for  its  oil  on  the  Arab  countries 
of  the  Middle  East. 

At  the  same  time  there  is  no  disgusing  the 
fact  that  this  shipment  and  the  vacillation  in 
American  policy  will  increase  the  sense  of  in¬ 
security  in  Israel.  That  in  itself  is  danger¬ 
ous.  The  episode  has  damaged  this  coun¬ 
try’s  moral  position  in  seeking  to  calm  the 
tension,  and  it  will  increase  the  demand  for 
arms  to  Israel.  This  is  the  fruit  of  a  prac¬ 
tice  of  throwing  arms  indiscriminately 
around  the  globe,  especially  in  areas  where 
there  is  no  peace  and  arms  do  not  furnish 
an  answer. 

In  the  immediate  situation,  if  this  country 
is  not  to  discriminate  against  Israel  and  at 
the  same  time  is  not  to  abet  the  arms  race, 
some  diversion  must  be  found.  We  return 
to  a  suggestion  we  made  on  this  page  last 
week — that  this  country  in  company  with 
Britain  and  France  establish  an  arms  for 
peace  stockpile  at  a  NATO  base  on  the  island 
of  Cyprus,  the  arms  to  be  made  available  by 
airlift  to  the  victim  of  aggression  if  Arab- 
Israeli  war  should  start.  Approval  of  the 
United  Nations  Assembly  could  be  sought 
for  such  a  stockpile  as  an  essential  supple¬ 
ment  to  the  1950  tripartite  border  guaranty. 
Efforts  are  now  in  process  to  expand  the 
flitral  zones  between  Israel  and  her  Arab 
neighbors.  If  more  of  a  neutral  belt  could 
be  established,  the  danger  of  an  accident: 
clash\  would  be  diminished.  Any  foni^ 
across  >the  neutral  belt  in  all  probability 
would  be  deliberate  aggression.  General 
Burns,  th\u.  N.  truce  supervisor,  migtft  well 
be  entrusted  with  the  task  of  determining 
when  there  liad  been  aggression. 

Obviously  there  are  some  shortcomings  in 
such  an  approach.  Israel  fears  air  bombard¬ 
ment  by  EgyptiaiVjets.  Although  this  prob¬ 
ably  is  not  an  immediate  wojry,  it  could  be¬ 
come  a  threat  within  a  few  months.  Per¬ 
haps  the  fears  could  \ie  assuaged  by  afford¬ 
ing  Israeli  (as  well  as\^rab)  crews  training 
m  jet  planes  that  wouickbe  made  available 
piomptly  in  the  evenr  of  aggression;  or  per¬ 
haps  the  stockpile  oould  bemugmented  by  a 
declaration  that  aft  units  of\he  Sixth  Fleet 
would  intervene/to  repel  airVattack.  But 
the  important  yfhing,  it  seems\o  us,  is  to 
place  emphasi/  on  maintaining  tQe  peace  bv 
making  it  cl€ar  to  both  sides  thak  the  in¬ 
jured  part /  could  count  on  immediate  aid 
against  aggression. 


[From  the  Washington  Post  of  February  21 
1956] 

Over  the  Oil  Barrel 

b3!!1,theitate  DePartment  is  back  over  the 

ArabtlniihetAhipment  of  to  Sand! 

Arabia.  In  the  circumstances  there  maw 

fnJetheen  no  ^enable  alternative  to  lif I 
thf  oh  J iP°rt  ban  temPorarily  imposed/bv 
the  President.  The  decision  to  let  the  sfim- 
ment  go  after  all  certainly  has  given  ah  on 
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THE/NEW  challenge  to  americ. 

/  FOREIGN  POLICY 

/Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President  I 
/  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  an  illuminat¬ 
ing  article  by  Walter  Lippmann  which 
P«rr,Vnrthis  morning’s  Washington 
Mr-  LiPPmann  canvasses  the  new 
challenge  to  American  foreign  policy. 

Snir  ,nu  yS1S  C°VerS  the  Saudi  Arabian 
F„  '(  .^a‘r’  °ur  failures  in  the  Middle 
East,  the  administration's  lack  of  co- 
?™inanng  State  Department  and  De- 
ense  Department  policies,  last  week’s 
revision  of  Soviet  doctrine,  and  the  new 
broad-gaged  challenge  which  Soviet 

'areaTofStheVwoSrldS  “  ^  uncommitted 

clpIt?r,rtIV'?POrtant  an<J  si8M*cant  arti- 
side  “ Vare?5iymr  collea^«  con- 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 

ZolEf  t0  be  Pli"ted  “  ®eeRa/rDe 

Today  and  Tomorrow 
(By  Walter  Lippmann) 

A  REVEALING  BLUNDER 


happen  in  a  big  and  complicated  government 
when  it  is  not  clearly  led  and  firmly  adminis.^ 
tered  from  the  top.  For  months,  this  G 
ernment  has  been  faced  with  the  dangerous 
problem  of  arms  shipments  to  the  M^tldle 
East.  On  this  subject  there  has  r/ently 
been  a  conference  at  the  highest  l/el  be¬ 
tween  the  President  and  the  Brit/i  Prime 
Minister.  There  have  been  many  Pronounce¬ 
ments  about  arms  for  the  Midd/East.  How 
then  could  it  happen  that  the/tate  Depart¬ 
ment  had  forgotten  about  its  mn  approval  of 
the  sale  of  the  Saudi  Arabi/  tanks,  that  the 
Defense  Department  was  .-Operating  without 
realizing  what  a  mess  the  shipment  of  these 
arms  would  now  cause,/ice  the  facts  became 
known? 

The  reason  for  tl/  incident,  must  be  that 
there  is  no  high  p<5licy  for  the  Middle  East 
which  comes  frorfi  the  top  and  is  adminis¬ 
tered  all  the  y/iy  down  the  line  from  the 
policymaking/fficials  to  the  operating  of¬ 
ficials.  The  President  has  not,  of  course,  been 
truly  in  cinrunand,  certainly  not  since  his 
illness,  i/fact  not  really  since  he  went  to 
Denver /st  August.  Yet  it  is  only  the  Presi¬ 
dent  who  can  effectively  coordinate  two  great 
Departments  like  State  and  Defense.  He  can 
coq/dinate  them  only  if  at  Cabinet  meetings 
a/  elsewhere  he  makes  the  heads  of  these 
departments  understand  clearly  what  the 
policy  is.  It  is  only  too  obvious  that  nothing 
of  the  sort  has  happened  during  the  past  6 
months,  or  could  have  happened. 

The  lack  of  a  high  command  has  been  ag¬ 
gravated  by  the  way  Mr.  Dulles  conceives  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  State.  He  thinks  of 
himself  as  a  roving  negotiator,  who  repre¬ 
sents  the  President’s  constitutional  author¬ 
ity  to  conduct  foreign  affairs.  He  works  out 
high  problems  by  personal  negotiation,  and 
then  leaves  the  policies  to  be  administered 
and  operated  in  his  absence  by  officials  who 
do  not  know  at  first  hand  what  they  are. 
Mr.  Dulles  is  not  in  Washington  long  enough 
or  continuously  enough  to  command  the  op¬ 
erations  of  his  Department.  The  effect,  as 
the  Saudi  Arabian  tanks  illustrate,  is  to 
leave  the  immediate  business  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  be  operated  by  bureau  chieftains  on 
their  own  notions  without  overhead  direc¬ 
tions  from  the  top. 

The  administrative  confusion  is  not  the 
only,  or  indeed  the  most  serious,  consequence 
of  the  way  our  affairs  have  been  conducted 
during  the  past  6  months.  There  has  been 
nobody  at  the  top  whose  business  it  has  been, 
or  who  was  able,  to  face  up  to  the  new  Soviet 
challenge  which  has  confronted  us  since  the 
first  Geneva  meeting.  The  President  has 
been  too  ill  to  deal  with  it,  and  Mr.  Dulles 
^as  been  to  preoccupied  with  his  travels,  his 
initiations,  and  his  speeches.  In  these 
pa\  6  months  we  have  suffered  the  biggest 
and\most  sreious  setback  since  the  Commu¬ 
nist  victory  in  China. 

+uT^,\ndainental  cause  of  the  setback  is 
that  thd^oviet  Union  has  been  developing 
a  new  foiVign  policy  since  Geneva  whereas 
we  have  remained  frozen  and  inflexible  in 
the  policy  olythe  pre-Geneva  period.  That 
is  why  thereVs  scarcely  a  country  from 
France  and  ItaVand  Germany  and  Greece 

pnd11™,?  fnd  bey\d  where  the  pro-Western 
and  pro-American  Wies  and  politicians  are 
not  in  trouble.  Wifflh  nobody  at  the  top  in 

rnsmu? gt,°n  can\ld  win  take  newPde- 

cisions,  our  diplomacy  V  almost  everywhere 
ghtmg  unattractive  rearguard  actions. 
“ST*  be  lnterestingS°to  know  who,  in 
the  high  places  where  decisis  can  be  taken, 
has  been  putting  his  mind  dta  the  speeches 
delivered  last  week  at  the  CoXmnistTarty 
Congress  in  Moscow.  They  arfe  very  long 

tant  TheiBUt  th6y  are  exceediriky  fmpor? 

Com™,^0^0*  theme  is  that  within 
the  Communist  world,  they  have  a\indus- 

™‘system  which  is,  in  the  termsVna- 

meanl  ofTer'-?°1t  °nly  ln  arms  but  also  i\the 
means  of  capital  development,  alreadv  reX 

er!^Tlty  WUh  the  West-  The  Soviet  1^ 
ers  have  been  declaring  that  the  rate  of  eco- 
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Senate  continued  debate  on  farm/bill,  Senate  agreed  to  conference  re¬ 


port  to  extend  school  milk  and  brucellosis  Programs  te  end  of  this  fiscal  year. 

House  committee  reported  second  supolemenfral  appropriation  bill  for  1956,  including 
items  for  this  Department,  House  conferees,  were  aopointed  on  sugar  act  extension 
measure.  Conferees,  in  executive  session,  agreed  to  file  report  on  Colorado  River 
storage  project.  House  committee  reported  bill  authorizing  military  construction 
utilizing  agricultural  funds,  acquired  through  R.L.  I48O  operations.  Sen,  Johnston 
and  Rep.  Moss  introduced  and  disqhssed  bills  to  establish  merit  system  of  promotion 
for  Federal  emoloyees, 

SENATE 

1.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Continued  debate  on  S,  3183,  the  farmSJpill,  pp,  i|290,  Jj.312 , 

U32U 

Agreed  to  the  following  amendments: 

By  Sen.  Curtis,  as  modified,  to  provide  for  a  Presidential 'Commission  to  prepare 
legislation  yr*  promote  the  industrial  uses  of  agriculturaJ\products  not  needed 
for  human  or  animal  consumption ,  pp.  h32h-3& 

By  Sen.  Smith  (N.  J.),  as  modified,  exempting  wheat  grown  and  cehsumed  on  the 
farm  from  certain  penalties s  pp.  U336-37 
By  Sen,  Mansfield,  as  modified,  to  permit  farmers  to  pool  their  rights  to  par¬ 
ticipate  jointly  in  the  conservation  reserve  program  on  property  other  than 
tb/ir  home  farms,  pp,  14337-39 

By  $en„  Langer,  to  donate  commodities  acquired  through  price-support  operations 
jko  Federal  penal  and  correctional  institutions,  other  than  food  products^pro- 
/  vided  for  inmates  on  a  fee,  contract,  or  concession  basis,  pp.  I43UO-I4I 
/By  Sen.  Allott,  to  increase  the  authorization  for  the  conservation  acreage 
Z'  reserve  program  in  the  bill  from  $350  million  to  $lt50  million.  pp7-H3F^-56 


jected  the  following  amendments:  ^ 

B/'SenTAiken,  to  eliminate  the  provisirn  in  the  bill  for  the  use  of  the  £ 
parity  formula,  by  a  vote  of  UU  to  _Motion^tc  reconsider  was  lai 

thd  table  by  a  vote  of  h9  to  i+2  •  pp.  U290-U301  ... 

By  Sen\welker,  as  modified,  to  provide Jhat  no  agricultural  commodity  Xie 


By 


er,  as  racauieu,  vu  -  .  z 

termihed  t  j  be  in  surplus  supply  shall  be  produced  on  any  land  within  any 
Federal  irrigation  project  hereafter  authorized,  unless  such  lan^/was  used 
for  the  production  of  such  commodity  prior  to  the  construction  a£  the  pro¬ 
ject.  pp\  U301-19  _  ,  /  , 

Gen.  Mansfield,  to  require  the  Secretary  to  institute  purchase  programs  when 

the  price  of\a  commodity  falls  below  a  fair  level  (in  the  case  of  hogs,  catn^ 
tie,  sheep  and.  lambs,  and  poultry,  when  they  should  fall  b^lcw  85/>  of  parity), 

By  Sen.  Martin  (Pa\,  to  strike  out  the  section  of  the  bill  providing  for  price 
reporting  and  research  on  forest  products .  pp*  U3Ul—Ue 
By  Sen.  Kerr,  to  allovKthe  cattle  raisers  to  set  aside  as  a  part  of  the  acreage 
reserve  enough  acreage  to  bring  their  livestock  inter  line  with  what  the 
national  consumption  and  demand  require,  by  a  vote/ of  24  to  63.  PP*  ~pUo-5<- 
By  Sen.  Morse,  to  strike  opt  section  3^9  cf  the  bill' which  requires  a  15/°  otate 
contribution  to  the  cost  >of  feed  and  seed  furnisned  as  disaster  relief,  by  a 
vote  of  U2  to  li3 .  pp.  U3>2.*-5>U 


a 


Sen.  Capehart  submitted  and  later  withdrew  an  ^amendment  to  provide  for  an  inter¬ 
national  food  community  board \  pp.  U35>7-£ 

Sens.  Welker  and  Anderson  submitted,  amendments  intended  to  be  proposed  to  the 
bill.  p»  h3('2 _ \  / 


2.  SCHOOL  MILK ;  BRUCELLOSIS.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  6320,  to 
provide  additional  funds  for  the  school  milk  and  brucellosis  eradication  pro¬ 
grams  through  June  30,  19J>6,  after  rejecting  a  Hickenlooper  motion,  U6  to  US, 
to  recommit  the  bill  to  the  conference  committee  with  instructions  to  insist 
on  the  Senate  amendment,  pp.  U319-2U 


3.  PERSONNEL.  Sen.  Johnston  inserted  a  newspaper  editorial  critical  of  CSC  Com¬ 
missioner  Young's  statement  requesting  that  theAEederal  career  service  not  be 
an  issue  in  the  coming  political  campaign,  p.  U2-J8 

U*  NOMINATIONS.  Confirmed  th^nominations  of  Laurence  Walrath  and  Donald  P. 
McPherson  to  be  Interstate  Commerce  Commissioners.  pv  U269 


5.  FOREIGN  AID.  Received/from  the  Comptroller  General  an  auplit  report  cn  United 
States  assistance  program  for  Iran.  p.  U269 


6,  FORESTRY*  Sen.  Morse  inserted  his  statement  before  the  Senate  Subcommittee  cn 
Department  of  Interior  and  Related  Agencies,  including  remarks  relative  tv 
the  Forest  Service  budget,  p.  U283 


7.  ORGANIZATION/  LEGISLATIVE,  Swore  in  William  R.  Laird,  to  succeed 
Senator  Kilgore,  as  the  new  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  p.  U292 


ihe  late 


HOUSE 


3,  APPROPRIATIONS.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported  without  amendment 
H.  R.  IOCOU,  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Bill,  1 9^6  (H.  Rept. 
p/  U265 


Action  on  the  items  for  this  Department  is  indicated  in  the  attached  table. 
Following  are  excerpts  from  the  committee  report: 
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tion  with  respect  to  the  proposed  modifi¬ 
cation  of  the  amendment.  I  want  to 
read  it  and  ask  the  junior  Senator  from 
Idaho  jusVwhat  the  amendment  means: 

That  for  a  .period  of  5  years  from  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act  no  agricultural  com¬ 
modity  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  in  accordance  with  subsection  (c) 
to  be  in  surplus  supply  shall  be  produced  on 
any  newly  irrigatea\or  drained  lands  within 
any  Federal  irrigation  or  drainage  project 
hereafter  authorized  unless  such  lands  were 
used  for  the  production  "of  such  commodities 
prior  to  the  construction 'of  such  project. 

I  should  like  to  ask  '  the  Senator  a 
question.  There  is  in  existence  a  con¬ 
ference  committee  on  the  Sfuall  Projects 
Act,  which  is  working  at  t^e  present 
time.  I  happen  to  be  working  on  that 
conference  committee.  In  our  State 
there  is  a  natural-resources  board^which 
develops  irrigation  projects.  WeNhope 
those  projects  are  going  to  be  authorised 
under  the  Small  Projects  Act  and 
eluded  as  Federal  irrigation  projects 
Do  I  correctly  understand  that  the  pur-' 
pose  of  the  amendment  is  to  prohibit 
anybody  who  develops  lands  under  the 
Small  Projects  Act  from  growing  any 
crop  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
declares  to  be  in  surplus  at  the  present 
time? 

Mr.  WELKER.  For  a  period  of  5  years. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  For  a  period  of  5 
years? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Yes. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Then  that  means  one 
of  two  things:  either  they  could  not  de¬ 
velop  the  small  projects;  or,  second,  they 
could  not  grow  anything  on  the  small 
projects. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  All  time 
on  the  amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  2  minutes  on  the  bill  itself  to  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming,  so  that  he  may 
yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  California. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wyoming  is  recognized  for 
2  minutes  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  California.  Now  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  5  years  will  bf/- 
gin  with  the  enactment  of  this  bill.  /All 
projects  thereafter  authorized  coul,a  be¬ 
gin  using  the  water  on  their  lands  under 
drainage  or  irrigation  within  A  years 
from  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  the 
bill.  But  it  will  take  4  or/5  years  to 
construct  many  of  the  projects.  So 
many  of  them  would  not  be  affected. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  No,  mr.  President;  I 
beg  to  differ  with  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
Insofar  as  Wyoming  ii  concerned,  many 
of  these  projects  aue  already  under  con¬ 
struction,  and  arp  'waiting  for  the  Small 
Projects  Act  to  lie  placed  on  the  statute 
books,  so  thewTan  comply  with  that  act. 
The  lands  .can  be  put  under  irrigation 
in  less  than  1  year. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  yield  to  me? 
/.  BARRETT.  I  yield. 

WILLIAMS.  Why  should  the 
lited  States  Government,  when  acting 
5y  means  of  one  agency,  authorize  proj¬ 


ects  which  will  bring  into  production 
millions  of  acres  of  land  to  be  used  for 
the  raising  of  agricultural  products 
which  already  are  in  surplus  supply, 
when  at  the  same  time  we  are  approving 
a  soil  bank  in  connection  with  which  we 
shall  pay  more  than  $40  or  $50  an  acre 
to  farmers  to  take  existing  agricultural 
land  out  of  production?  Such  a  pro¬ 
cedure  simply  does  not  make  sense. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  the 
population  of  the  United  States  is  in¬ 
creasing  at  the  present  time  at  a  terrific 
rate,  and  the  time  may  come  in  the  very 
near  future  when  we  shall  need  to  raise 
crops  on  this  land. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  may  be;  but 
in  that  event  his  amendment  will  be 
nonoperative,  because  then  we  would  not 
have  a  surplus  of  agricultural  products. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  But  it  is  wholly  in¬ 
equitable  to  say  to  those  who  have  been 
developing  these  lands,  for  the  purpose 

of  putting  them  into  production - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
vfime  yielded  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
is  expired. 

SlAjPORT  PRICE  GRAIN  CANNOT  BE  FED  TO  LIVE 

STOCK  AND  BREAK  EVEN - BAD  PRECEDENT 

Mr\MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will/he 
Senator  from  California  yield  tii#e  to 
me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  2  minutes  on  the  bill  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  is  recognized  for  2 
minutes  on  the  Ofil. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  Bfesident,  I  should 
like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  is 
another  feature  to/1>his  situation  that 
would  establish  a  .dangerous  precedent : 
Our  section  of  the  country  is  1,500  miles 
from  the  areas  Xvhere  th\surplus  crops 
are  being  produced. 

We  cannot’  buy  those  surplus  grain 
crops  and  ship  them  to  our  Western 
States  ancf  feed  the  cattle,  sheep,,  or  hogs 
and  break  even.  Surplus  crops\re  not 
being  /roduced  in  my  State,  fofc  ex¬ 
ample/ 

I /shall  vote  for  Secretary  Benson’s 
flexible  price-support  bill,  which  he  f 
>rs  because  he  is  buried  under  the  sur 
''plus  and  is  trying  to  do  something 
about  it. 

The  principle  of  guaranteeing  a  profit 
on  something  of  which  there  is  an  an¬ 
nual  surplus  production  is  wrong,  but 
World  War  II  created  a  situation  which 
must  be  met  and  I  believe  the  Secretary 
is  doing  everything  he  knows  how  to  meet 
it. 

Mr.  Benson  says  he  is  trying  to  sell  at 
world  prices  and  to  give  away  large  quan¬ 
tities  of  surplus  crops.  But  when  he 
gives  it  away  to  foreign  countries  he 
takes  the  market  away  from  other  for¬ 
eign  countries  already  furnishing  such 
markets. 

He  trades  the  surplus  grain  for  for¬ 
eign  minerals  and  closes  the  mines  in 
this  country.  So  he  is  just  shifting  the 
weight  around. 

Many  Government  officials  do  not  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  western  areas  cannot 
pay  the  support  price  and  feed  the  grain, 
neither  could  the  Middle  or  Eastern 
States  pay  a  support  price  for  western 
grain  and  feed  it  to  their  livestock. 


If  this  precedent  is  once  establishes 
that  no  further  western  developme 
may  be  undertaken  as  long  as  there  .4s  a 
surplus  of  grain  in  the  Central 
that  will  be  the  end  of  such  develop¬ 
ment — because  there  will  be  nd  md  to 
the  surplus  at  the  support  pric 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Ttte  amendment 
applies  to  irrigation /projects,  which 
could  be  in  Delawar d  or  in  any  other 
State  of  the  Union/  In  fact,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nevada /is  wholly  out  of  line 
when  he  says  that  Nevada  is  so  far  from 
the  breadbasket  in  the  Midwest  that  it 
cannot  obtahi  the  grain.  When  we  are 
shipping  groin  thousands  of  miles  across 
the  ocean/  and  giving  it  away  in  foreign 
lands,  oLcourse,  the  grain  can  be  shipped 
to  any /State  in  the  Union. 

[ALONE.  But  we  only  give  the 
grairf  to  the  foreigners — none  is  given  to 
r  cattle,  sheep,  or  hog  feeders  in  this 
luntry.  The  livestock  men  in  the  West 
'cannot  pay  the  support  price  for  the 
grain,  and  feed  it  to  their  cattle,  sheep, 
or  hogs  and  break  even.  If  they  paid 
the  support  price  for  that  grain,  they 
would  lose  50  cents  a  day  on  every  steer 
in  the  feed  lot. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  did 
say,  in  the  fall  of  1954,  that  grain 
would  be  sold  in  designated  disaster 
areas  at  a  reduced  price — but  after  the 
ranchers  had  made  such  purchases  they 
sent  investigators  there  and  in  all  cases 
when  it  was  found  that  these  men  were 
able  to  borrow  enough  money  to  pay  the 
full  support  price  they  sent  them  a  bill 
for  the  difference.  It  developed  they 
had  to  be  broke  as  well  as  in  a  disaster 
area  to  get  the  reduced  price. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  All 
time  on  the  amendment  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
modified  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker].  [Putting  the 
question.]  The  “noes”  appear  to  have  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment,  as 
modified,  was  rejected. 


SCHOOL  MILK  AND  BRUCELLOSIS - 

ERADICATION  PROGRAMS— CON¬ 
FERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  MONRONEY  and  Mr.  CURTIS 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  is  recognized. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield  to  me? 
There  is  a  privileged  matter  at  the  desk. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  yield 
to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
without  losing  the  floor. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President, 
there  is  a  privileged  matter  at  the  desk; 
it  is  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  8320. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  ask  about 
this  matter,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  is  the  conference 
report  on  H.  R.  8320,  the  so-called 
school-milk  and  brucellosis  bilL 
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Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
number  of  Senators  have  requested  that 
the  absence  of  a  quorum  be  suggested 
when  that  conference  report  is  ready 
for  our  consideration.  So  I  now  desire  to 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  and 
to  request  unanimous  consent  that  the 
time  l-equired  thei’efor  not  be  charged 
to  either  side,  in  connection  with  our 
consideration  of  the  farm  bill. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  it  will  take  any 
great  length  of  time  for  us  to  act  on 
the  conference  report,  I  shall  postpone 
my  request  that  it  be  brought  up. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  However,  a  num¬ 
ber  of  requests  have  been  made  of  me 
to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum  be¬ 
fore  the  conference  report  is  considered 
by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Very  well. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  this  time 
there  may  be  a  quorum  call,  without 
charging  to  either  side  the  time  required 
for  the  call  of  the  roll. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  i-equest  of  the  Senator 
from  California? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  time  required  for  the  quorum 
call  be  charged  to  the  time  available  to 
me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  I  would  not 
wish  to  have  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  taken  from  his  feet. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  California?  Without  objection - 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  President,  has  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  been  recog¬ 
nized  for  the  purpose  of  submitting  an 
amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  has  been  rec¬ 
ognized;  he  has  not  yet  stated  his  pur¬ 
pose  in  seeking  recognition. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  not  yet  submitted  an  amendment. 
However,  as  I  understand,  I  was  recog¬ 
nized  when  I  addressed  the  Chair  as 
acting  majority  leader. 

I  was  not  aware  that  any  other  ar¬ 
rangement  had  been  made;  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
wished. to. submit  an.  amendment  a^tjii^ 


action  on  the  privileged  matter  has  been 
completed,  he  then  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  California?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  absence  of  a  quorum  having  been 
suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8320)  to  amend 
the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Act  of  1954  with  respect  to 
the  special  school  milk  program  and  the 
brucellosis  ei’adication  program  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  present  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re¬ 
port  will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  report  was  read,  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8320)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949 
and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  with  respect 
to  the  special  school  milk  program  and  the 
brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1956,  having  met  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  rec¬ 
ommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respec¬ 
tive  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate,  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  text  of  the  bill  and  to  the  title 
of  the  bill. 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Olin  D.  Johnston, 

Spessard  L.  Holland, 

Milton  R.  Young, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Harold  D.  Cooley, 

W.  R.  Poage, 

T.  S.  Abernethy, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


However,  since  I  now  understand  that . 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  desires  to  ' 
submit  an  amendment  at  this  time,  I. 
shall  surrender  tlfe  recognition  the  Chair 
has  extended  to  me;  and  I  request  that 
I  be  i  ecognized  following  the  remarks 
of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Cur¬ 
tis  I,  in  submitting  his  amendment. 

.  Mr;  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
join  in  that  request.  I  did  not  know 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  was  on  his  feet,  seeking  recog¬ 
nition.  & 

However,  Mr.  President,  I  still  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  at  this  time 
there  may  be  a  quorum  call,  prior  to 
the  presentation  of  the  privileged  mat- 
tei  to  which  reference  has  been  made- 
and  I  ask  that  the  time  required  for 
the  quorum  call  not  be  charged  to  either 

the  » h?  ’  alS°J  that  the  suggestion  of 
the  absence  of  a  quorum  at  this  time 

a  tor1  from  mUh6  distinSuished  Sen- 
atcu  fiom  Nebraska  to  lose  his  right  to 

the  floor,  but  that,  instead,  after  ou?, 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  ThP 

?eport°n  15  °n  aer“lne  *°  the  “Sreen^e 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  care  to  engage  in  any  extended  de¬ 
bate  on  this  subject.  We  had  quite  an 
extensive  debate  yesterday,  and  covered 

oughlyaSeS  °f  the  subject  most  thor- 

The  House  and  Senate  conferees  met 
as  I  said  I  would  try  to  have  them  nS 

at1'lian’Tn^°n^nStead  of  this  morning 
ock-  The  Senate  conferees  re 

atee(thaHsthte  amfndments  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  that  is,  to  extend  for  2  years  the 

brucellosis  eradication  program  and  the 
special  school  milk  program 
The  approval  of  this  conference  re 
P°?hpwi11  mean  that  additional  money 

vided  fnXtent  °f  $2  million  will  be  pro- 
ca^fnn^,  Uy  °n  the  bruceUosis  eradi- 
and  810  million  addi- 

5m?e  30  i  QsV  Tb  ? iIk  program-  up  to 
Une  30’  1956-  That  is  what  the  con¬ 


ferees  agreed  to.  It  is  my  sincere  belief 
that  the  only  procedure  under  which 
funds  can  be  provided  to  carry  out  the 
two  programs  through  the  end  of  this 
fiscal  year  is  through  the  adoption  of 
this  conference  report,  as  I  suggested 
yesterday.  Failure  to  adopt  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  will  simply  prolong  the  dead¬ 
lock  indefinitely,  and  may  bring  about 
a  shutdown  of  both  programs  in  the  im¬ 
mediate  future. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER,  It  is  my  de¬ 
sire  to  make  a  motion  to  recommit  the 
conference  report  to  the  conferees  with 
instructions  to  the  Senate  conferees  to 
insist  on  the  Senate  amendments.  I  am 
asking  the  advice  of  the  Chair  as  to  the 
propriety  of  such  a  motion,  and  whether 
the  motion  I  am  about  to  make  would  be 
in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  such  a  motion 
would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Then,  Mr. 
President,  I  move  that  the  conference 
report  be  recommitted  to  the  conferees 
with  instructions  to  the  Senate  con¬ 
ferees  to  insist  on  all  Senate  amend¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  an  utterly  simple 
problem.  The  Senate  of  the  United 
States  has,  twice  within  the  past  4  weeks, 
passed  unanimously,  so  far  as  I  know,  on 
the  proposal  for  a  2-year  extension  of  the 
brucellosis  eradication  program  and  the 
school  milk  program,  and  the  provision 
of  extra  money,  as  provided  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments. 

Yesterday  we  had  a  long  debate  on 
the  question  of  inserting  that  same  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  farm  bill.  I  am  advised  by 
Members  of  the  House  today  that  there 
was  considerable  discussion  on  the  floor 
of  the  House,  and,  ■while,  of  course,  I 
could  not  say  absolutely,  until  the  vote 
came,  that  such  a  thing  would  happen, 
the  likelihood  is  that  if  the  House  ever 
had  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  the  2-year 
extension,  it  would  be  unanimously 
passed,  and  that  the  Senate  amendments 
would  be  unanimously  accepted. 

The  trouble  is  that  the  House  has  not 
had  an  opportunity  to  act  upon  the  ques¬ 
tion  because  of  the  failure  on  the  part 
ot  the  House  conferees  to  meet,  until  this 
anernoon  at  3  o’clock. 

I  have  no  criticism  of  the  Senate  con¬ 
ferees  I  disagree  with  them.  They 
have  their  responsibilities  and  their  atti¬ 
tudes.  However,  there  have  been  two 
unanimous  expressions  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate.  One  was  about  25  or  26  days 
ago,  when  we  unanimously  approved  the 
--year  extension  of  the  brucellosis  eradi¬ 
cation  program  and  the  school  milk  pro- 
giam.  No  later  than  yesterday  bv  a 
vote  of  89  to  0,  as  I  recall-at TeS’  it  was 
unanimous  consent  so  far  as  Senators 
Lhc  V,  present  were  concerned— we 
the,?  approved  the  2-year  extension  of 
these  programs,  if  there  is  anything 

thfsSfS-aSSUrance  doubIy  sure  thafc 

nation  1S  unanim°us  in  its  determi- 
hrnr-^J  h  a  2-year  extension  of  the 
p  -oaram 18  and  the  school  milk 

two  iotes.  a  d  m°ney’  ifc  i5  those 
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I  therefore  am  a  little  disturbed  by  the 
expedition  with  which  the  Senate  con¬ 
ferees,  or  a  majority  of  them,  capitulated 
to  the  will  of  the  majority  of  the  House 
conferees.  Two  of  them  did  not  sign  the 
report. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  In  a  moment 
I  shall  be  glad  to  yield.  Especially  when 
it  is  a  matter  of  knowledge  that  if  they 
will  give  the  House  a  chance  to  vote,  the 
House  will  accept  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  immediately.  This  is  the  time  to 
do  it.  If  we  vote  to  recommit  with 
instructions,  as  I  have  moved,  and  if  it 
is  submitted  to  the  House,  it  will  be 
passed  within  minutes  after  it  is  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  House. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  Presdent,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  All  that  I  am  try¬ 
ing  to  do  is  to  carry  out  the  plan  I  out¬ 
lined  to  the  Senate  yesterday..  Frankly, 

I  am  surprised  and  I  am  disappointed 
that  all  of  the  House  conferees  did  not 
sign  this  conference  report,  inasmuch 
as  we  are  adopting  their  own  bill.  I 
shall  ask  the  Senator  from  Iowa  if  he 
feels  he  can  account  for  the  refusal  of 
two  House  conferees  to  embrace  their 
own  proposal?  Those  men  have  failed 
to  sign  this  conference  report,  even 
though  we  are  accepting  their  own  bill. 
Talk  about  politics. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  would  as 
soon  talk  about  politics,  except  that  I 
shall-not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate 
to  do  so.  We  talked  a  little  about  poli¬ 
tics  yesterday,  and  I  do  not  believe  we 
need  to  plow  that  ground  again  today. 
The  fact  is  that  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  did  exactly  what  he  said  he 
would  do  yesterday.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  is  a  man  of  his  word.  I  have 
the  greatest  respect  for  him.  I  knew 
he  would  make  every  attempt  to  call  a 
conference. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes;  I  did. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  He  did  get  a 
conference  together. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  And  if  the  Senator 
will  look  at  the  Record  of  yesterday  he 
will  note  what  I  said  would  have  to  be 
done  in  order  for  us  to  obtain  sufficient 
funds  with  which  to  carry  on  the  bru¬ 
cellosis  program  and  the  school  milk 
program  through  June  30  of  this  year. 
The  identical  proposal  that  I  outlined 
to  the  Senate  yesterday  is  what  I  pro¬ 
posed  to  the  confei'ees  this  afternoon, 
and  I  am  pleased  to  report  that  the 
majority  of  the  Senate  conferees  voted 
in  the  affirmative.  That  is  why  we  have 
the  conference  report  before  us  today. 

I  repeat  that  if  the  Senate  desires  to 
provide  funds  to  carry  on  the  brucel¬ 
losis  program  and  the  school  milk  pro¬ 
gram  until  June  30,  we  had  better  vote 
for  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Although  the 
Senator  does  not  so  intend  it,  that  will 
be  interpreted  as  a  threat  on  the  part 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  what? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  As  a  threat 
on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  may 
interpret  it  as  a  threat  if  he  wishes  to 
do  so.  The  point  is  that  the  Senate  con-_ 


ferees  voted  to  recede  from  the  Senate 
amendments.  I  want  to  remind  my  good 
friend  from  Iowa  that  when  this  matter 
came  up  last  January,  soon  after  Con¬ 
gress  met,  the  Pz-esident  of  the  United 
States  sent  us  a  message  on  farm  legis¬ 
lation,  and  he  suggested  a  2-year  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  brucellosis  program,  author¬ 
izing  $20  million  a  year,  and  a  2-year 
extension  of  the  school  milk  pi-ogram, 
of  $75  million  a  year.  Immediately 
thereafter  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken!  and  others 
introduced  bills  to  carry  out  this  pro¬ 
gram,  and  the  measures  were  referred 
to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

I  called  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
and  told  him  that  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  had  already  acted  upon  a 
similar  program,  and  that  if  we  refused 
to  act  on  their  bill,  but  passed  a  Senate 
bill,  the  House  would  doubtless  sit  on  our 
bill.  So  I  told  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont — and  I  am  sure  he  will  recall  this 
conversation — that  I  thought  the  best 
way  to  handle  the  matter,  in  an  effort  to 
carry  the  two  programs  forward  through 
June  30,  was  for  me  to  see  the  House 
Members  and  ask  them  to  pass  and  send 
us  a  bill  to  extend  the  programs  until 
June  30  of  this  year.  That  was  done. 

However,  when  the  House  bill  came 
befoi’e  the  committee,  instead  of  the 
committee  taking  the  House  bill  as  it 
came  to  us,  and  as  I  had  suggested  it  be 
prepai'ed  on  the  House  side,  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  and  other  Senators  in¬ 
sisted  that  we  add  a  2-year  program  to 
the  House  bill.  I  will  state  that  I  did 
not  have  authority  from  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  to  suggest  to  the  House  as  I  have 
just  outlined,  but  I  did  it  in  good  faith, 
and  I  did  it  with  a  view  of  trying  to  ob¬ 
tain  approval  of  the  funds  necessary  for 
a  continued  brucellosis  program  and  a 
school  milk  program  through  June  30. 

I  wish  to  give  assurance  to  my  good 
friend  from  Iowa  that  if  perchance  the 
President  of  the  United  States  makes  the 
mistake  of  vetoing  the  omnibus  farm 
bill,  I  shall  be  in  the  forefront  of  those 
endeavoring  to  get  another  bill  passed 
to  carry  out  the  2-year  program,  because 
I  am  as  much  in  favor  of  the  brucellosis 
program  and  of  the  school  milk  program 
as  is  my  distinguished  friend  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  There  is  no 
question  about  the  Senator’s  being  in 
favor  of  the  program.  There  is  no  ques¬ 
tion  about  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
favoring  the  extension  of  2  years.  Thez-e 
is  no  question  about  all  the  Senatoi’s 
favoring  the  program  of  2  years.  It  is  a 
completely  simple  problem.  All  we  have 
to  do  is  to  reject  the  report  and  instruct 
the  confei’ees  to  insist  on  the  Senate 
amendments,  and  let  the  House  vote  on 
it.  I  have  every  assurance  that  the 
House,  regardless  of  what  the  Senate 
does,  is  going  to  reject  the  conference 
report  and  instruct  the  conferees  to  ac¬ 
cept  the  Senate  amendments. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  the  Senate  ap¬ 
proves  the  conference  report,  the  House 
will  then  have  a  chance  to  vote  on  it. 
If  the  sentiment  of  the  House  is  as  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  states,  they  can  turn 
it  down  and  send  the  bill  back  to  con¬ 
ference.  They  can  do  that  tomorrow. 
Nothing  will  be  gained  by  adopting  the 


proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  much  valuable  time  may 
be  lost. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  appar¬ 
ently  a  good  many  House  Members  are 
regretful  that  they  asked  for  a  confer¬ 
ence  on  the  bill,  because  they  really 
want  to  extend  the  brucellosis  eradica¬ 
tion  and  special  school-milk  programs 
for  2  years.  — 

I  understand  that  a  conference  was 
asked  for  in  the  first  place  because  of 
amendment  No.  2,  which  is  an  amend¬ 
ment  added  in  the  Senate  committee  on 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 
It  would  pi’ovide  milk  for  settlement 
houses  and  summer  camps  operated  on 
a  chai’itable  basis  and  for  poor  children 
and  for  kindergartens.  With  that 
amendment  I  was  in  full  agreement. 

It  appeal’s  that  some  administrative 
difficulties  would  be  involved.  The 
House  asked  for  a  conference,  hoping  to 
modify  and  approve  the  amendment. 
However,  three  of  their  conferees  in¬ 
sisted  on  striking  out  the  2-year  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  brucellosis  and  school-milk 
programs,  as  well  as  the  amendment 
which  provided  for  continuing  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  dairy  products  to  veterans’  fa¬ 
cilities  and  the  armed  services,  where 
such  products  did  not  interfere  with 
normal  purchases. 

Now  I  understand  that,  rather  than 
lose  the  2-year  extension  of  the  school- 
milk  and  brucellosis  programs,  a  large 
number  of  Members  of  the  House — I  am 
told  it  is  an  overwhelming  number — are 
willing  to  accept  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota.  I  trust  that 
some  way  will  be  woi’ked  out  to  put  it 
into  effect,  even  though  it  might  not  go 
into  effect  immediately.  It  appears  that 
those  who  handle  the  school-milk  pro¬ 
gram  are  not  in  a  position,  to  handle 
summer  camps  and  the  other  groups  in¬ 
volved. 

It  is  also  my  undei’standing  that  a 
large  number  of  Members  of  the  House — 
and  I  am  told  that  it  is  an  ovei-whelming 
number,  too — would  like  to  have  the  2- 
year  extension  of  the  school-milk  and 
brucellosis  programs  approved  now,  and 
not  get  them  involved  in  the  large  omni¬ 
bus  bill,  which  has  so  many  provisions 
in  it  that  no  one  knows  when,  if  ever, 
it  may  be  enacted  into  law.  It  is  my 
guess  that  it  will  be  several  weeks — pos¬ 
sibly  never.  I  do  not  wish  to  make  any 
prediction  on  that  at  this  time,  because 
enough  predictions  have  already  been 
made. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mi-.  BENDER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
irrespective  of  the  logjam  facing  the 
proposed  legislation,  Api’il  is  just  ai’ound 
the  corner,  and,  in  fact,  St.  Patrick's  Day 
is  almost  here.  We  are  celebrating  it 
2  days  in  advance.  It  has  been  an¬ 
nounced,  also,  that  the  Senate  will  have 
an  Easter  recess.  Under  the  cii-cum- 
stances,  the  children  who  depend  on  this 
program  will  suffer  between  the  fii’st  of 
April  and  the  end  of  the  fiscal  yeai*.  Is 
that  cori’ect? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Milk  for  the  schoolchil- 
dren  foi’  the  next  couple  of  months  could 
be  provided  by  accepting  the  conference 
report,  but  it  would  mean  that  State  au- 
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thorities  would  not  know  whether  to 
plan  on  continuing  the  present  brucel¬ 
losis  and  special  school  milk  programs 
beyond  June  30  of  this  year.  They  have 
to  have  some  time  to  plan,  particularly 
as  to  the  brucellosis  program.  We  do 
not  want  any  breaks  in  the  program. 
We  want  to  be  sure  that  it  will  continue 
and  will  not  get  tied  up  with  legislation 
involving  wheat,  cotton,  tobacco,  rice, 
peanuts,  watermelons,  and  all  such 
products  which  are  area  commodities, 
and  on  which  there  is  a  great  difference 
of  opinion.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
people  of  the  country  would  be  very 
happy  indeed  if  they  could  have  assur¬ 
ance  that  the  school  milk  program,  the 
brucellosis  program,  the  program  for 
dairy  products  to  Army  camps  and  vet¬ 
erans  hospitals  will  continue  without 
disruption.  We  would  also  be  able  to 
start  extending  this  program  to  summer 
camps  for  poor  children  and  for  kinder¬ 
garten  children,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota. 

I  think,  myself,  that  it  is  a  very  worthy 
amendment.  The  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  said  it  involved  administrative 
difficulties,  but  I  think  the  Department 
can  find  some  way  to  handle  it  for  the 
first  season. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  did  not  know  un¬ 
til  last  evening  that  it  had  even  been  a 
matter  of  controversy.  I  was  for  the 
amendment,  and  I  think  a  majority  of 
our  committee  was  in  favor  of  it.  I 
think  it  is  more  important  to  get  the 
milk  where  it  has  been  going  than  to 
get  it  to  some  place  where  it  has  not 
been  going.  In  other  words,  I  have  no 
bitter-end  feeling  with  reference  to  extra 
language.  What  I  think  is  important  is 
the  milk  program  per  se.  I  do  not  think 
the  Department  would  have  too  much 
difficulty  in  administering  it,  since  it  does 
administer  surplus  foods  sent  to  camps. 

I  was  upset  when  I  heard  it  reported 
that  the  Department  had  stated  that  it 
would  be  difficult  to  administer,  because 
I  happen  to  know  of  certain  settlement 
houses  which  get  milk  and  food  from  the 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  As  the  Senate  knows,  I 
was  one  of  the  members  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  committee,  the  second  ranking  Re¬ 
publican  member,  second  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont.  I  do  not  like  to  get  into 
any  political  brawl.  Yesterday  J  thought 
the  argument  here  in  the  Senate  was  as 
to  whether  we  could  get  the  milk  and 
brucellosis  money  so  that  the  program 
could  continue  until  July  1.  That  is 
what  the  conference  report  accomplishes, 
and  that  is  why  I  signed  the  conference 
report. 

I  realize  that  if  we  put  the  2-year  ex¬ 
tension  into  the  omnibus  bill  it  might 
face  a  veto  or  a  tieup  between  the  two 
Houses  because  of  other  differences.  If 
the  bill  should  not  become  law  it  would 
be  very  simple  to  get  a  brucellosis  and 
milk  program  through  in  a  separate  bill. 

I  think  further  consideration  should  be 
given  to  it  for  another  reason.  Pres¬ 


ently  the  funds  for  these  programs  come 
from  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

I  do  not  think  the  funds  should  be 
charged  up  as  a  price-support  operation. 
The  milk  is  as  important  to  the  children 
of  America  as  it  is  important  in  disposing 
of  surpluses. 

I  signed  the  conference  report  because 
I  thought  it  was  the  right  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President 
there  is  a  mechanism  right  now  through 
which  the  bill  can  be  passed  and  assure 
the  brucellosis  and  milk  program  for  2 
years.  I  am  at  an  utter  loss  to  know  why 
all  this  monkey  business  has  been  going 
on  in  connection  with  the  temporary 
continuance  up  to  the  first  of  July  or 
June  30.  When  the  tools  are  in  our 
hands,  all  we  have  to  do  is  to  send  the  bill 
back  to  the  conference  with  instructions, 
let  the  House  take  a  vote  on  it,  and  I  am 
as  convinced  as  that  I  am  standing  here, 
because  of  positive  statements  which 
Members  have  given  me,  that  the  House 
will  overwhelmingly  take  the  Senate 
amendments,  and  we  will  have  the  pro¬ 
gram  for  2  years.  It  will  not  be  a  matter 
of  controversy  or  of  hazard  in  the  farm 
bill.  It  will  be  on  the  statute  books.  It 
is  the  same  general  provision  on  which 
the  Senate  voted  89  to  0  just  yesterday. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  May  I  point  out  that  if 
the  House  recedes  at  the  next  session  of 
the  conference,  as  the  indications  are  it 
will  do,  the  school  milk  provision,  the 
brucellosis  provision,  and  the  provision 
concerning  men  in  the  armed  services 
and  veterans  hospitals,  will  be  made  im¬ 
mediately  available  for  the  next  2  years. 

If  the  House,  by  any  far  stretch  of  the 
imagination,  should  not  agree  to  recede, 
we  could,  within  24  hours’  time,  get  a 
measure  through.  Let  us  give  them  a 
chance.  All  they  ask  is  a  chance  to  re¬ 
cede.  Why  do  we  not  give  it  to  them? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  to 
recommit. 


Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

*  Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 


their  names: 

Aiken 

Allott 

Anderson 

Barkley 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bender 

Bennett 

Bible 

Brlcker 

Bridges 

Bush 

Butler 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case,  N.  J. 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Chavez 

Clements 

Cotton 

Curtis 

Daniel 

Dirksen 


Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Eastland 

Ellender 

Ervin 

Flanders 

Frear 

Fulbright 

George 

Goldwater 

Gore 

Green 

Hayden 

Hennings 

Hickenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Hruska 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Tex. 


Johnston,  S.  C. 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Laird 

Langer 

Lehman 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Mansfield 

Martin,  Iowa 

Martin,  Pa. 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

McNamara 

Millikin 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Neuberger 

O'Mahoney 


Pastore  Scott  Thye 

Payne  Smathers  Watkins 

Potter  Smith,  Maine  Welker 

Purtell  Smith,  N.  J.  Wiley 

Robertson  Sparkman  Williams 

Russell  Stennis  Young 

Saltonstall  Symington 

Schoeppel  Thurmond 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bible  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is  pres¬ 
ent.  .  , 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  to  re¬ 
commit  the  conference  report  to  the 
conferees  with  instructions  that  they  in¬ 
sist  on  the  Senate  amendments. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  shall  take  only  a  moment.  The 
situation  is  just  simply  this:  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  question,  from  an 
examination  of  the  attitude  of  the 
House  Members,  that  the  House  Mem¬ 
bers  will  take  the  bill  with  the  Senate 
amendments  on  it  if  they  get  a  chance  to 
vote  on  it.  All  we  have  to  do  is  reject 
the  conference  report,  with  instructions 
to  our  conferees  to  insist  upon  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments.  The  House  will  have 
a  chance  to  act  on  it,  unless  something 
blocks  it  there.  Unless  an  insidious 
operation  of  some  kind  blocks  it,  the 
House  will  have  a  chance  to  act  on  it 
the  first  of  next  week.  I  am  as  confident 
as  that  I  am  standing  here  that  the 
House  will  take  the  Senate  amendments 
overwhelmingly  and  reject  its  own  con¬ 
ferees.  Then  there  will  be  an  extension 
of  the  programs  by  a  bill  which  will  be 
secure  and  which  will  not  be  mixed  up  in 
the  agricultural  bill,  with  its  uncertain 
fate  and  future.  If  the  House,  by  some 
chance,  should  not  accept  the  conference 
report  and  not  instruct  its  conferees  to 
take  the  Senate  version,  then  by  the 
middle  of  next  week  the  Senate  could 
again  take  the  matter  up;  and  if  the 
Senate  desired,  as  the  only  method  that 
was  left  to  get  the  bill  immediately 
passed,  it  could  accept  the  conference 
report  at  that  time.  At  the  most,  there 
would  be  involved  only  a  matter  of  a  few 
days’  delay. 

I  am  confident  we  shall  have  2-year 
brucellosis,  school  lunch,  and  institu¬ 
tional  lunch  programs  by  the  first  of 
next  week  if  we  follow  the  method  I  have 
outlined.  Otherwise  there  will  be  a  con¬ 
tinuance  of  the  programs  for  only  a 
couple  of  months,  and  the  main  bill — the 
permanent  bill — with  the  2-year  pro¬ 
grams,  will  still  be  wrapped  up  and  car¬ 
ried  along  with  the  uncertain  fate  of 
the  farm  bill,  and  it  will  not  become  law 
until,  if,  as,  and  when  the  farm  bill  be¬ 
comes  law,  with  all  the  confusion  and 
uncertainty  that  will  go  with  it. 

I  think  the  course  I  have  outlined  is 
the  only  sound,  practical  way  to  get  a 
2-year  bill,  so  there  can  be  a  brucellosis, 
a  school  lunch,  and  an  institutional  feed¬ 
ing  program  such  as  proposed  in  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Following  the  course  I  have  outlined 
would  not  in  any  event,  delay  final  action 
more  than  a  few  days,  and  would  insure 
either  a  2-year  program,  depending  on 
the  action  of  the  House  on  the  2 -year 
program  which  the  Senate,  as  late  as 
yesterday  afternoon,  approved  by  a  vote 
of  89  to  0,  or  assure  a  temporary  program 
Jiy  not  later  than  about  the  middle  of 
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next  week.  I  think  the  way  I  have  out¬ 
lined  offers  the  best  chance  of  getting 
a  2-year  program,  and  taking  it  out  of 
the  confusion  and  the  uncertainty  of 
the  farm  bill. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  it 
seems  to  me  we  are  in  somewhat  the 
same  situation  we  were  in  at  about  this 
time  yesterday.  All  of  us  want  the  same 
legislation.  All  of  us  have  the  same 
objective,  but  we  find  we  have  different 
ways  of  getting  to  that  objective. 

I  would  like  to  have  the  one  bill  dispose 
of  both  the  brucellosis  and  the  milk 
school  lunch  programs  at  once.  I  voted 
that  way  in  the  conference,  but  when  I 
found  that  a  majority  of  the  conferees 
preferred  that,  after  this  length  of  time, 
we  get  part  of  the  objective  out  of  the 
way,  and  that  we  were  going  to  file  that 
kind  of  report,  I  joined  them  in  it,  be¬ 
cause  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  matter  of 
great  substance.  The  question  is  one  of 
means  and  methods,  and  a  matter  of  get¬ 
ting  something  done  on  which  we  are  all 
agreed. 

I  am  sure  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Iowa  and  my  equally  distinguished 
friend  from  Vermont  are  on  completely 
sound  ground  in  anticipating  and  pre¬ 
dicting  what  the  House  will  do.  I  am  not 
able  to  predict,  with  any  certainly,  what 
the  House  of  Representatives  will  do  on 
this  or  any  other  matter.  I  say  it  with 
some  regret,  but  I  am  not  able  to  predict 
what  the  Senate  will  do  on  any  par¬ 
ticular  measure,  particularly  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  very  complex  bill. 

It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  confirm 
what  the  majority  of  the  conferees  have 
selected  as  the  way  to  go.  I  think  then, 
if  the  House  feels  so  strongly  about  this 
matter  as  has  been  indicated  by  our  dis¬ 
tinguished  friends  from  Vermont  and 
Iowa  and  refuses  to  approve  the  act  of 
the  majority  of  our  conferees,  we  shall 
have  a  different  situation,  in  which  we 
can  retrench  and  start  all  over,  if  we 
want  to  do  it. 

My  own  feeling  is  that  we  are  making 
headway  very  slowly  on  the  main  issue, 
the  omnibus  bill.  My  own  feeling  is  that 
the  bill  has  been  so  amended  that  not 
only  is  it  very  apt  to  have  long  and  ex¬ 
haustive  conferences,  but  even  if  it 
should  come  out  of  conference  in  as  good 
shape  as  it  comes  out  of  the  Senate,  it 
will  be  apt  not  to  become  law.  I  am  not 
in  touch  with  the  President.  I  do  not 
know  what  he  is  going  to  do.  I  base  my 
own  conclusion  only  on  what  he  has  done 
in  the  past  and  on  what  his  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  has  advised  in  the  past.  I 
do  not  think  either  of  them  could  retain 
their  self-respect  and  their  objectives  if 
they  approved  the  bill  with  the  provision 
in  the  bill  which  was  adopted  this  morn¬ 
ing  providing  for  dual  parity.  That  be¬ 
ing  the  case,  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
should  clear  the  desk  of  this  small 
matter. 

We  have  the  assurance  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  committee, 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellen- 
der],  that  if  the  main  bill  becomes  tied 
up  in  conference,  he  is  agreeable  to 
pushing  for  immediate  consideration  of 
a  new  measure  which  will  extend  these 
two  important  programs,  in  which  all  of 
us  are  interested. 


Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  shall  yield ;  but  be¬ 
fore  yielding,  Mr.  President,  let  me  say 
that  I  do  not  think  any  of  us  can  predict 
with  certainty  what  will  happen  to  such 
a  measure  at  the  other  end  of  the 
Capitol. 

I  should  like  to  have  us  approve  what 
is  now  before  us,  since  the  conference 
report  has  met  with  the  approval  of  a 
majority  of  the  conferees.  I  was  not 
one  of  the  majority,  but  I  signed  the 
conference  report  because  I  think  the 
argument  is  simply  over  the  ways  and 
means  of  getting  the  job  done  at  this 
stage. 

So  I  hope  the  conference  report  will 
be  approved. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  fi’om  North 
Dakota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Is  it  not  true  that 
almost  every  Member  of  the  Senate,  if 
not  every  Member,  is  in  favor  of  this 
program  ? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes.  The  Senate 
voted  unanimously  for  the  program  only 
yesterday. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  That  is  also  time  in  the 
House,  too.  So  if  we  do  not  get  the 
omnibus  farm  bill,  we  could  easily  legis¬ 
late  on  this  subject  by  means  of  a  sep¬ 
arate  bill. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  That  was  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  a  majority  of  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate  and  a  majority  of  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
However,  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  con¬ 
trolling  consideration.  But  the  matter 
of  the  approach  to  be  taken  is  of  such 
minor  consequence,  that  I  think  we 
should  go  along  with  "the  majority  of 
our  conferees  and  should  finish  the  job 
now.  We  have  the  assurance  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  our  committee — 
who  has  meticulously  lived  up  to  every 
assurance  he  has  ever  given  me — that 
he  is  willing  to  come  back  immediately 
with  a  separate  bill  in  regard  to  both 
these  programs,  if  the  conferees  become 
bogged  down  on  the  omnibus  bill. 

I  am  glad  that  my  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hickenlooper]  is  smil¬ 
ing,  for  this  is  an  occasion  for  smiling, 
for  all  of  us  are  trying  to  accomplish  the 
same  thing. 

But  at  this  time  I  urge  that  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  conference  report.  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  conference  report  should  have 
some  standing  here  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  was  smiling  because  we  have  an 
excellent  chance  right  now  to  provide 
for  a  2-year  program.  We  can  do  that 
now  by  rejecting  the  conference  report, 
requesting  a  further  conference,  and 
instructing  our  conferees  to  insist  upon 
the  amendments  approved  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  and  then  waiting  to  see  what  the 
House  of  Representatives  does.  If  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  House  do 
not  agree  with  the  Senate  conferees, 
then  we  can  pass  a  separate  bill  on  this 
subject. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  is  very  persuasive; 
but  the  one  feature  on  which  he  is  not 
conclusive  is  that  the  House  has  the 
power  to  refuse  to  agree  to  our  request 


for  a  further  conference,  regardless  of 
what  we  in  the  Senate  may  do. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  There  is  no 
question  about  that.  But  not  later  than 
yesterday  the  Senate  voted  89  to  0  in 
favor  of  the  Humphrey  amendment,  on 
the  same  subject  as  that  now  before  us, 
by  means  of  the  conference  report,  and 
containing  the  same  language  as  that  of 
the  Senate  amendments.  At  that  time 
we  thought  we  were  insisting  on  those 
provisions.  That  vote  was  taken  yes¬ 
terday,  and  there  was  not  a  vote  against 
the  amendment. 

So  what  is  the  reason  for  not  testing 
out  the  suggested  arrangement,  at  least? 
If  we  do,  there  will  be  no  disrespect  to 
the  conferees.  Let  us  test  it  out.  Let 
us  reject  the  conference  report,  and  re¬ 
quest  a  further  conference,  and  in  that 
way  express  ourselves  today  as  we  did 
not  24  hours  ago  by  unanimous  vote. 
The  delay  will  be  only  a  few  days. 

So  let  us  follow  that  course,  instead  of 
waiting  for  several  months,  and  then 
perhaps  having  to  go  through  the  en¬ 
tire  process,  in  connection  with  a  new 
bill.  To  do  that  would  not  be  worth¬ 
while.  Instead,  we  have  an  opportunity 
to  proceed  right  now. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  knows  there  was  deep 
division  between  the  conferees.  The 
Senate  conferees  were  divided  3  to  2, 
and  the  House  conferees  were  divided 
3  to  2. 

Inasmuch  as  only  a  question  of  pro¬ 
cedure  is  now  involved,  it  seems  to  me 
that  is  too  minor  a  matter  for  us  to 
bicker  about,  as  between  the  two  Houses. 
If  the  House  is  as  deeply  rooted  in  its 
convictions  in  support  of  the  position 
taken  by  two  of  its  conferees — as  opposed 
to  the  position  taken  by  the  other  three 
of  its  conferees — as  the  distinguished 
Senator  thinks  is  the  case,  we  shall  learn 
that  a  few  minutes  after  the  conference 
report  as  approved  by  us  reaches  the 
House  of  Representatives;  and  that  will 
be  the  occasion  for  us  really  to  reexam¬ 
ine  our  situation. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  What  we 
would  be  doing  today,  in  so  easily  suc¬ 
cumbing  and  giving  in  on  the  Senate 
amendments,  would  be  utterly  a  reversal 
of  the  very  strong  position  the  Senate 
took  by  unanimous  action  only  yester¬ 
day. 

I  submit  that  we  should  give  it  a  trial, 
and  should  give  the  House  the  encour¬ 
agement  of  the  unanimous  position  of 
the  Senate.  I  have  full  faith  in  the 
outcome  in  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  close 
by  repeating  my  original  statement:  I 
was  in  the  minority  among  the  confer¬ 
ees.  Yet  we  had  no  bitterness.  We  had 
no  argument  that  would  keep  us  from 
submitting  to  the  Senate  the  position 
taken  by  a  majority  of  the  conferees  on 
a  question  of  procedure  only,  in  the  case 
of  a  report  which  expresses  the  will  of 
a  majority  of  the  Senate  conferees  and 
a  majority  of  the  House  conferees. 

I  think  the  Senate  should  at  this  time 
approve  the  conference  report,  and  then 
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proceed  to  the  consideration  of  more  im¬ 
portant  matters. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Yesterday,  was  not  the 
whole  argument  in  regard  to  the  need 
to  have  the  authorizatiorrmade,  so  that 
the  programs  could  continue  until  July 
1?  I  thought  that  was  the  substance  of 
the  entire  discussion  on  yesterday. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  No;  the  entire  dis¬ 
cussion  on  yesterday  was  about  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  procedure,  about  the  way  we 
should  proceed,  because  we  have  voted 
unanimously  in  favor  of  the  entire  pro¬ 
gram. 

I  am  as  strongly  in  favor  of  the  whole 
program  now  as  I  was  then.  But  if  we 
cannot  do  all  of  it  at  once,  let  us  do  part 
of  it  now,  and  then  go  on  to  the  rest. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield  further  to 
me? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I,  too,  am  strongly  in 
favor  of  the  whole  program.  So  I  think 
the  question  now  is  only  one  of  pro-» 
cedure. 

I  do  not  think  we  can  afford  to  an¬ 
tagonize  the  House  conferees,  inasmuch 
as  the  omnibus  bill  will  soon  be  coming 
up. 

If  I  were  one  of  the  House  conferees, 
I  think  I  would  resent  some  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  action  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Of  course  I  may  not 
be  animated  by  exactly  the  same  consid¬ 
eration  as  is  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota;  but  certainly  I  suscribe  to  his 
feeling  that  the  question  before  us  is 
one  of  procedure.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  knows  that  I  would 
not  give  up  on  what  I  regard  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  principle;  if  a  matter  of  principle 
were  involved,  I  would  not  sign  a  con¬ 
ference  report  which  I  had  voted 
against — as  I  have  in  this  case. 

So  I  think  we  are  dealing  with  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  procedure  which  is  of  such  minor 
nature  that  we  should  get  the  job  done 
now,  and  not  delay. 

Mr.  President,  I  call  for  approval  of 
the  conference  report. 

Mr.  AHLEN.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
take  only  1  minute:  The  question  before 
us  is  whether  we  shall  vote  for  a  90-day 
extension  of  the  school-milk  program 
and  the  brucellosis-eradication  program, 
and  then  throw  the  whole  matter  of  the' 
future  existence  of  the  programs  into 
the  precarious  political  pot  which  we  call 
the  farm  bill;  or  whether  we  shall  here 
and  now  vote  for  a  2-year  extension  of 
the  school-milk  program  and  the  brucel¬ 
losis-eradication  program. 

Senators  who  are  in  opposition  to  a  2- 
year  extension  of  the  programs  will  vote 
against  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Iowa. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hicken- 
looper ]  to  recommit  the  conference  re¬ 
port,  and  request  a  further  conference 
with  the  House  of  Representatives,  with 
instructions  to  the  Senate  conferees  to 
insist  upon  the  Senate  amendments. 


On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefattver] 
and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long]  are  absent  on  official  business. 

I  further  announce  that,  if  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Kefattver]  and  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  would  each  vote 
“yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  46, 
nays  48,  as  follows: 

YEAS — 46 


Aiken 

Dirksen 

Millikin 

Allott 

DuS 

Mundt 

Barrett 

Dworshak 

Payne 

Beall 

Flanders 

Potter 

Bender 

Goldwater 

Purtell 

Bennett 

Hickenlooper 

Saltonstall 

Brlcker 

Hruska 

Schoeppel 

Bridges 

Ives 

Smith,  Maine 

Bush 

Jenner 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Butler 

Knowland 

Thye 

Capehart 

Kuchel 

Watkins 

Carlson 

Langer 

Welker 

Case,  N.  J. 

Malone 

Wiley 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Williams 

Cotton 

Martin,  Pa. 

Curtis 

McCarthy 

NAYS — 48 

Anderson 

Hayden 

Monroney 

Barkley 

Hennings 

Morse 

Bible 

Hill 

Murray 

Byrd 

Holland 

Neely 

Chavez 

Humphrey 

Neuberger 

Clements 

Jackson 

O’Mahoney 

Daniel 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pastore 

Douglas 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Eastland 

Kennedy 

Russell 

Ellender 

Kerr 

Scott 

Ervin 

Laird 

Smathers 

Frear 

Lehman 

Sparkman 

Fulbright 

Magnuson 

Stennis 

George 

Mansfield 

Symington 

Gore 

McClellan 

Thurmond 

Green 

McNamara 

Young 

NOT  VOTING  2 
Kefauver  •  Long 

So  Mr.  Hickenlooper’s  motion  to  re¬ 
commit  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference  re¬ 
port.  [Putting  the  question.] 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 


1956 

considera- 
provide  an 


>ENT.  Does  the 
desire  to  have 
?  It  is  a  long 


AGRICULTURAL  ACT 

The  Senate  resumed 
tion  of  the  bill  (S.  3183) 
improved  farm  program 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  President,  I  call  up 
my  amendment  3-9  “ 

The  VICE  PRESI] 

I  Senator  from  Nebr 
his  amendment 
>  amendment. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  /The  amendment  has 
been  printed.  It  is  not  necessary  to  read 
/ 

l  .  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  tpxt  of  the  amendment  will 
be  printed  inf  the  Record  at  this  point. 
The  ame/dment  offered  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Curtis]  was  on 
j  Page  30,/>etween  lines  17  and  18,  to  in- 
|  sert  ther  following : 

COMMISSION  TO  PREPARE  LEGISLATION  PROVIDING 
FOR/INCREASED  INDUSTRIAL  USE  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURAL  PRODUCTS 

310-  <a)  (!)  There  is  hereby  estab- 
listed  a  Commission  on  Increased  Industrial 
of  Agricultural  Products  (hereinafter  re¬ 


ferred  to  as  the  Commission) .  The  Com¬ 
mission  shall  be  composed  of  five  members 
to  be  appointed  by  the  President.  In  mak¬ 
ing  such  appointments  the  President  shall 
give  due  consideration  to  the  interests 
various  segments  of  agriculture.  One  of 
members  so  appointed  shall  be  designated  t 
chairman  by  the  President. 

(2)  Members  of  the  Commission  shaN  be 
paid  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $50  p<^  day 
and  shall  be  reimbursed  for  necessary 
ing  and  other  expenses  incurred  by  tfiem  in 
the  performance  of  their  duties  as  Members 
of  the  Commission. 

(3)  The  Commission  is  authorNed  to  ap¬ 
point  and  fix  the  compensation, /without  re¬ 
gard  to  the  civil-service  laws  and  the  Classi¬ 
fication  Act  of  1949,  as  amended'  of  an  execu¬ 
tive  director  and  such  chemrets,  engineers, 
agriculturists,  attorneys,  legislative  drafts¬ 
men,  and  other  assistants yhs  it  may  deem 
necessary.  The  Secretary/of  Agriculture  is 
authorized  to  provide  th^  Commission  with 
necessary  office  space,  and  may  detail,  on  a 
reimbursable  basis,  any/personnel  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  to  assist  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  carrying  out  its  work. 

(4)  Upon  requested  the  Commission,  any 
other  department  dr  agency  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  having  information  or  data  needed  by 
the  Commission/in  carrying  out  its  duties 
under  this  sect/on,  shall  make  such  infor¬ 
mation  or  data*  available  to  the  Commission 
for  such  purposes.  The  Commission  shall 
take  such  stpps  as  may  be  necessary  to  pro¬ 
tect  against  unauthorized  disclosure  any 
such  infoiunation  or  data  which  may  be 
classified/for  security  purposes. 

(5)  Service  of  an  individual  as  a  member 
of  the  /commission  or  employment  of  an 
individual  by  the  Commission  in  a  technical 
or  professional  field,  on  a  part-time  or  full- 
timafoasis,  shall  not  be  considered  as  service 

employment  bringing  such  individual 
lin  the  provisions  of  section  281,  283,  284, 
or  1914  of  title  18  of  the  United  States 
e,  or  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(5  U.  S.  C.  99). 

(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  prepare  and  present  to  the  Congress, 
not  later  than  April  15,  1957,  the  necessary 
draft,  or  drafts,  of  legislation  which  in  its 
opinion  will  bring  about  the  greatest  prac¬ 
tical  use  for  industrial  purposes  of  agricul¬ 
tural  products  not  needed  for  human  or 

imal  consumption,  including,  but  not  lim- 
to,  use  in  the  manufacture  of  rubber, 
atrial  alcohol,  motor  fuels,  plastics,  and 
otheKproducts. 

(c)  \rhere  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  ap¬ 
propriated  such  sum,  not  to  exceed  $150,000, 
as  may  Be  necessary  to  enable  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  carry  out  its  functions. 

(d)  UpoA  submission  of  the  draft  or 
drafts  referrai  to  in  subsection  (b) ,  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  oease  to  exist. 

(e)  (1)  Any\sill  or  joint  resolution  em¬ 
bodying  a  draft  or  drafts  of  proposed  legis¬ 
lation  presented  to  the  Congress  under  sub¬ 
section  (b)  shall,  Bpon  introduction  in  the 
Senate  or  House  ofARepresentatives,  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  of  the  Sena‘S  or  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  of  the  HWise  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  as  the  case  may  be\  Such  committee 
shall  proceed  as  expeditiorfcly  as  possible  to 
consider  such  bill  or  joint  resolution. 

(2)  This  subsection  is  enacted  by  the 
Congress  (A)  as  an  exercise  \f  the  rule- 
making  power  of  the  Senate  ami  the  House 
of  Representatives,  respectively,  Mod  as  such 
shall  be  considered  as  part  of  th\  rules  of 
each  House,  respectively,  and  (B)^kith  full 
recognition  of  the  constitutional  nfeht  of 
either  House  to  change  such  rules  (%p  far 
as  they  relate  to  the  procedure  in\uch 
House)  at  any  time,  in  the  same  manner 
to  the  same  extent  as  in  the  case  of 
other  rule  of  such  House. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  passed  farm  bill,  93  to  2.  i)oth  Houses  received  President's 
foreign  aid  message*  House  conferees  were  appointed  on  bill  to  exempt  farmers  from 
excise  tax  on  gasoline  used  on  farm*  \House  received  conference  report  on  bill  ex¬ 
tending  school  milk  and  brucellosis  programs.  House  passed  measure  providing  for 
Farm-City  Week  designation,  H'uise  passed^till  providing  for  loans  and  cost-sharing 

on  certain  irrigation  systems.  House  packed  D,  C,  appropriation  till  for  195>7. 
House  received  from  FCA  draft  legislation  affecting  certain  production  credit 
^  0zrp  cipei*bi  ons  +  *  v 

/  SENATE 

1.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Passed, 93  to  2, /with  amendment  s\ H,  R.  12  after  substituting  the 
text  of  the  amended  Senate  farm  bill,  S.  3183,  for  the  text  of  the  House  bill. 
Senators  Ellender,  Johnston/of  S*  Car.,  Holland,  Aiken,  and  Young  were  appointed 
conferees  on  the  bill,  ppi  U502-12 
Agreed  to  the  following  Amendments : 

By  Sen.  "Douglas,  to  maj/e  explicit  the  method  of  protecting  tenants  and  share- 
‘  croppers  in  payment/  which  are  made  for  acreage  put  under  the  acreage  reserve 


program,  pp.  I4.I4. 68-70 


\ 


By  Sen.  Kerr",  to  require  certification  under  price  support  purchase  programs 
that  prices  re/eived  by  the  producer  was  not  less  than  the  support  price  of 
the  commodit/,  or  a  fair  price  as  determined  by  the  Secretary,  by  a  vote  of 
U9  to  UU  (a/motion  to  reconsider  was  tabled,  92  to  U2).  pp.  1iXK)-75> 

By  Sen.  Holland,  to  make  mandatory  that  farmers  be  required  to  plape  up  to  1$% 
of  price/supported  croplands  in  the  acreage  reserve  program  or  thd-^conser— 
vatior/reserve  program  to  be  eligible  for  price  supports,  by  a  vote\^)f  U8  to 
U6  (=/ motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  was  tabled),  pp.  I4.I1.76— 8I4  \ 

By  Se6.  Chavez,  to  increase  the  acreage  allotments  for  Valencia  type  peanuts. 

Bt  Sen,  Murray,  to  reconsider  a  recently  defeated  amendment  proposed  by  oen, 
Morse  to  strike  out  section  309  of  the  bill  which  requires  a  15 State 


contribution  to  the  cost  of  feed  and  seed  furnished  as  disaster  relief* 
amendment  was  reconsidered  and  agreed  t*»  by  a  vote  of  hi  to  (a  motion 
reconsider  the  vote  was  tabled),  pp.  kh86~9 2 
By  Sen.  Huitphrey,  to  make  mandat 0170  the  corn  set-aside  provisions  of  the/oill; 
and  to  increase  the  set-asides  for  upland  cotton  and  wheat,  by  a  vote'7 of  30  tc 
)|)|  (a  motiok  tc  reconsider  was  tabled).  pp."lili92-li501 
By  Sen.  Stenni\s  to  provide  minimum  cotton  acreage  allotments  for 
h  acres,  cr  highest  number  of  acres  planted  to  cotton  in  last  3 
and  to  pr oviae\  1000-acre  cotton  allotment  to  the  State  of  Nev 

02.  / 

•  Sen.  Jemer  offered  and  later  withdrew  an  amendment  to  provide  incentive  pay¬ 
ments  tc  producers  oiv light-weight  cattle  and  hogs.  pp.  I4I185886 


11  farms  cf 
ar  period; 

.  pp  o  U5oi- 


HOUSE 


2. 


SCHOOL  MILK;  BRUCELLOSIS  ERADICATION.  Received  the  conference  report  on 
H.  R.  8320,  to  provide  for  an  extension  of  the  school-milk  and  brucellosis 
eradication  programs  (H.  Rept.  1898).  pp.  i|522,  Consideration  of  the 

conference  report  was  tentatively  scheduled  for  Tues.,  Mar.  20.  p*  U522 


3.  TAXATION.  Requested  a  conference^ on  H.  R.  8780,  A?  exempt  farmers  from  the 

Federal  excise  tax  an  gasoline  used  on  the  farm,  and  conferees  were  appointed, 
p.  h$17  Senate  conferees  have  not  yet  been  Appointed. 

The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  reported  With  amendment  H.  R.9075  to  provide 
additional  revenue  from  the  taxes  on\noto^/fuel,  tires,  trucks  and  buses 
(H.  Rept,  1899). 


B,  FOREIGN  AID.  Both  Houses  received  the  /President’  s  message  on  the  Mutual 

Security  program  (H.  Dec.  358).  pp ?/Llj.29\l+5l7  The  President's  message  re¬ 
quested  the  autkority  of  Congress  t6  make  aVprogram  of  long  range  expenditures 
possible.  The  message  requested  additional  funds  for  economic  assistance  pro¬ 
grams  in  the  Middle  East  and  Afnmca,  and  Asia)^  but  noted  that  no  economic 
assistance  is  proposed  for  any /European  countryxin  NATO.  Technical  assistance 
programs  would  be  continued  t/  Europe,  Middle  East,  Africa,  Asia,  and  Latin 
America,  The  message  furtheh  noted  that  attemptsXwould  be  made  to  coordinate 
the  disposal  of  surplus  commodities  under  the  Mutual  Security  program  and 
activities  under  the  Agricultural  Trade  De vel opme nu\a n d  Assistance  Act. 


5.  FARM-CITY  WEEK.  Passed  with  amendments  H.  J. 
full  week  in  October  -as  Farm-City  Week.  p. 


Res.  317 j \designating  the  last 
^523 


/ 


6.  LANIC,  DISPOSAL,  Ap  the  request  of  Rep,  Aspinall  passed  over  without  prejudice 
R.  R.  8815,  to  ppevide  for  the  orderly  disposition  of  certaip  Title  III  lands 
acquired  under  fhe  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Acu.  p.  U523 


Interior 
'or  their 


!  .  RECLAMATION .  At  the  request  of  Rep.  Thompson,  N.  J»,  passed  oveh  with  out  pre¬ 
judice  H,  Rr.  9132,  providing  for  the  approval  of  the  report  on  t&e  Interior 
i  epartment  of  the  Ainsworth  unit  of  the  Missouri  River  Basin  projeSct,  p.  U52ij. 

Parsed  as  reported  H.  R.  5975,  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  t 
to  reimburse  owners  cl  lands  acquired  under  Federal  reclamation  law 
moving  expenses,  p.  IjBcli 

/  Parsed  as  reported  S.  119^4 ,  to  provide  for  the  construction  by  theVInterior 
Department  and  Army  Ccrps  of  Engineers  of  the  Red  Milan  Dam  aid  the  WilSon  Dam 
7®  part  of  the  Missouri  River  Basin  project,  p.  U525 
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SCHOOL-MILK  AND  BRUCELLOSIS-ERADICATION 

PROGRAMS 


March  19,  1956.- — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Cooley,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  8320] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8320)  to 
amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954 
with  respect  to  the  special  school  milk  program  and  the  brucellosis 
eradication  program  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  having 
met  after  full  and  free  conference,  liave  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  to  the  text  of  the  bill 
and  to  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Harold  D.  Cooley, 

W.  R.  Poage, 

T.  G.  Abernethy, 
Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Olin  D.  Johnston, 
Spessard  Holland, 

Milton  Young, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  Senate. 
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STATEMENT  OF  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  positions  of  the  two  Houses  on  H.  R,.  8320,  providing  additional 
authority  for  the  special  school-milk  program  and  the  brucellosis-eradi¬ 
cation  program  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  submit  the  following  state¬ 
ment  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the 
conferees  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report: 

As  passed  by  the  House  the  bill  provided  merely  the  authorization 
needed  to  continue  these  programs  at  their  present  level  for  the  rest 
of  this  fiscal  year.  The  authorization  for  the  school-milk  program  was 
increased  from  $50  million  to  $60  million.  The  authorization  for  the 
brucellosis-eradication  program  was  increased  from  $15  million  to 
$17  million.  The  additional  authorizations  are  required,  and  speedy 
action  is  desirable,  because  a  number  of  States  have  virtually  exhausted 
their  allotments  under  existing  authorizations. 

To  this  emergency  bill,  designed  only  to  provide  funds  for  the 
balance  of  this  fiscal  year,  the  Senate  added  amendments  of  a  semi¬ 
permanent  nature.  The  amendments  added  by  the  Senate  would 
(1)  extend  the  special  school-milk  program  through  fiscal  year  1958  and 
increase  to  $75  million  the  amount  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
funds  available  after  fiscal  year  1956;  (2)  extend  the  milk  program  to 
child-care  centers,  nursery  schools,  settlement  houses,  summer  camps, 
and  similar  nonprofit  institutions;  (3)  extend  the  brucellosis-eradica- 
tion  program  through  fiscal  years  1957  and  1958,  and  increase  to  $20 
million  the  amount  of  CCC  funds  available  therefor;  (4)  extend  for 
2  additional  years  (from  December  31,  1956)  authority  for  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  surplus  dairy  products  through  the  Veterans’  Administration 
and  the  armed  services. 

Some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Senate  amendments  are  included  in 
other  legislation  now  under  active  consideration  by  the  Congress. 
Other  provisions  of  the  Senate  amendments  requiring,  as  they  do,  a 
substantial  deviation  from  the  present  emergency  programs,  or  extend¬ 
ing,  those  programs  on  a  semipermanent  basis,  merit  more  extensive 
consideration  than  they  would  receive  by  the  Congress  as  amendments 
to  this  emergency  legislation. 

In  view  of  these  considerations,  the  Senate  has  receded  from  its 
position  and  the  bill  as  agreed  upon  and  reported  by  the  committee 
of  conference  is  identical  with  the  bill  passed  by  the  House. 

Harold  D.  Cooley, 

W.  It.  Poage, 

T.  G.  Abernethy, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
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March  19 


IRANS’  ADMINISTRATION 

(Mrs.  ^ROGERS  of  Massachusetts 
asked  andNvas  given  permission  to  ad¬ 
dress  the  Ho\jse  for  1  minute  and  to  in¬ 
clude  a  newspaper  article.) 

Mrs.  ROGERfe  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 

Speaker,  on  Friday  last  I  was  out  in  the 
worst  storm  I  have  ever  known  in  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts.  Thir¬ 
ty-one  persons  lost\heir  lives.  Many 
acts  of  kindness  and  heroism  took  place. 

I  should  like  to  speak  of  what  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration  dnd.  The  veter¬ 
ans’  hospitals  at  the  Jamaica  Plain 
Parkway  took  in  and  hous^l  and  inso¬ 
far  as  possible  gave  beds  to  1,&K)  persons, 
a  very  remarkable  act  of  kindness  and 
humanity.  We  thank  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

The  following  article  describes  th\  sit¬ 
uation  faced  by  this  hospital: 

VA  Hospital  Shelters  1,800  Blizzard 
Refugees 

The  Veterans’  Administration  Hospital  on 
South  Huntington  Avenue,  Jamaica  Plain, 
resembled  a  wartime  evacuation  center  yes¬ 
terday. 

More  than  1,800  refugee  motorists — men, 
women,  and  children — were  housed  overnight 
at  the  sprawling  institution  when  their  cars 
stalled  or  bogged  down  on  nearby  highways. 

The  refugees,  some  from  as  far  away  as 
Martha’s  Vineyard,  were  rounded  up  at  the 
height  of  the  storm  by  volunteer  workers  who 
trudged  from  car  to  car  through  heavy  drifts 
to  invite  the  stranded  travelers  in  for  the 
night. 

Many  of  the  motorists,  whose  cars  were  , 
trapped  on  surrounding  highways,  had  set-  /  mittee  and  be  acted 
tied  down  with  motors  running  and  heaters  this  week.  Any  flV 


from  businessmen  associated  with  j6r  in¬ 
terested  in  agriculture. 

The  Senate  started  out  to  ena/t  these 
proposals  into  legislation  and  th/n  some¬ 
thing  happened.  The  opposition  realized 
that  deserving  benefits  veijy  quickly 
would  come  to  the  farmers,  at  was  then 
that  the  prophets  of  gloom  and  doom 
started  then  delaying  action.  These  men 
who  are  more  interested  in  the  possible 
gathering  of  votes  than/in  the  general 
welfare  used  delaying  tactics. 

These  same  men  had  neen  sowing  seeds 
of  discontent  in  the  hope  of  garnering  a 
harvest  of  votes  in  the  next  election.  It 
is  only  a  brief  span  ®f  time  to  recall  how 
former  Secretary  oy. Agriculture  Brannan 
proposed  to  socialise  agriculture — how  he 
forsook  the  polic/  of  his  predecessors  to 
make  2  blades  ol  grass  grow  where  only 
1  grew  before, /and,  instead,  attempt  to 
garner  2  vote/  where  only  1  previously 
existed. 

As  a  farmer,  I  know  that  the  farmers 
.will  not  permit  themselves  to  be  betrayed 
30  pi/ces  of  silver.  They  have  a 
fi.hr ig lit  and  a  proud  heritage.  They 
are\entmed  to  the  same  farm  bill  that 
the  President  presented  to  the  Congress. 
If  the  farmers  do  not  get  it,  they  can 
those  Democrats  who  are 
stalhng  ikid  delaying.  The  Senate  and 
House  records  are  clear  as  to  the  real 
friends  of  t\e  farmers  and  their  friends 
en  who  continue  to  delay 
wothy  legMation. 

should  reach  the  conference  corn- 


running 

turned  on.  They  were  prepared  to  spend  th^ 
night  in  their  snow-bound  vehicles.  7 
Authorities  at  the  hospital,  however,  were 
fearful  that  some  of  the  motorists  migh/  be 
overcome  by  carbon  monoxide  fumes  from. 
the  running  motors.  f 

John  Gallagher,  assistant  hospital/  man¬ 
ager,  opened  the  doors  to  all  refugees. 

Volunteer  crews,  most  of  them  /hospital 
staff  workers,  began  a  systematic  search  of  all 
bogged  down  cars  on  Jamaicav/y,  South 
Huntington  Avenue,  and  other  nearby  high¬ 
ways.  / 

More  than  20  travelers — atf  women  or 
children — were  removed  from/cars  and  car¬ 
ried  on  litters  into  the  hospital. 

Most  were  victims  of  overexertion  or  over¬ 
tiredness.  Some  had  su/ered  temporary 
blindness  from  the  snow  and  were  given 
emergency  treatment  by  staff  doctors. 

Women  and  children  /ere  given  first  op¬ 
tion  on  the  vacant  hospital  beds. 

The  men  slept  on  cots  in  the  corridors  or 
curled  up  on  the  lobby  chairs.  Coffee  and 
food  were  available  /or  all. 

Stranded  travelers’ flooded  the  institution’s 
switchboard  with /telephone  calls — all  at¬ 
tempting  to  inform  anxious  relatives  at  home 
that  they  had  fc/und  a  safe  shelter  for  the 
night  / 


this  week, 
hensible. 


upon  by  the  House 
ether  delay  is  repre- 


t  AN  KING 


asked  and 
Idress  the 
wise  and 


CONGRESSIONAL 
PRIVILEG1 

(Mr.  JONES  of  Missoi 
was  given  permission 
Elouse  for  1  minute  and  to 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  S  ker, 
I  am  introducing  a  bill  today  w.  i,  if 
adopted,  would  save  at  least  eral 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  I  think' 
bill  would  serve  to  restore  some  of 
original  intent  of  the  Congress  when 
franking  privilege  was  granted.  This 
bill  would,  in  effect,  limit  the  use  of  the 
frank  for  the  sending  of  reprints  of 
speeches  and  other  material  from  the 
Congressional  Record,  to  addresses 
within  the  States,  Territories,  or  Com¬ 
monwealths  served  by  the  Member  using 
the  frank  or  by  the  Delegate  or  Resident 
Commissioner. 


MER  asked  and  was  given 
to  address  the  House  for  1 


tM  LEGISLATION 

(Mr.  B1 
permissioj 
minute/, 

Mr.  BEAMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  all 
fairneas  to  farmers  and  consumers,  it  is 
time  fhat  we  speak  out  and  let  them 
kno\v  what  certain  members  of  the 
Democrat  Party  are  doing  to  their  farm 
legislation. 

resident  Eisenhower  gave  his  9 -point 
rogram  to  the  Congress  and  it  was  re¬ 
ceiving  highest  acclaim  and  support  from 
/the  honest-to-goodness  farmers  and 


SCHOOL-MILK  AND  BRUCELLOSIS- 
ERADICATION  PROGRAMS 
Mr.  COOLEY  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  8320)  to  amend  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  special 
school-milk  program  and  the  brucel- 
losis-eradicaiton  program  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1956: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  1898) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8320)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949 
and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  with  respect 
to  the  special  school  milk  program  and  the 


brucellosis  eradication  program  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1956,  having  met  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  rec¬ 
ommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respec¬ 
tive  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  text  of  the  bill  and  to  the  title 
of  the  bill. 

Harold  D.  Cooley, 

W.  R.  Poage, 

T.  G.  Abernethy, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Allan  Ellender, 

Olin.  D.  Johston, 

Spessard  L.  Holland, 
Milton  R.  Young, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  posi¬ 
tions  of  the  two  Houses  on  H.  R.  8320,  pro¬ 
viding  additional  authority  for  the  special 
school  milk  program  and  the  brucellosis 
eradication  program  for  the  current  fiscal 
year,  submit  the  following  statement  in 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
upon  by  the  conferees  and  recommended 
in  the  accompanying  conference  report: 

As  passed  by  the  House  the  bill  provided 
merely  the  authorization  needed  to  continue 
these  programs  at  their  present  level  for  the 
rest  of  this  fiscal  year.  The  authorization 
for  the  school  milk  program  was  increased 
from  $50  million  to  $30  million.  The  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  brucellosis  eradication 
program  was  increased  from  $15  million  to 
$17  million.  The  additional  authorizations 
are  required,  and  speedy  action  is  desirable, 
because  a  number  of  States  have  virtually 
exhausted  their  allotments  under  existing 
authorizations. 

To  this  emergency  bill,  designed  only  to 
provide  funds  for  the  balance  of  this  fiscal 
year,  the  Senate  added  amendments  of  a 
semipermanent  nature.  The  amendments 
added  by  the  Senate  would:  (1)  Extend  the 
special  school  milk  program  through  fiscal 
year  1958  and  increase  to  $75  million  the 
amount  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
fimds  available  after  fiscal  year  1956;  (2)  Ex¬ 
tend  the  milk  program  to  child  care  centers, 
nursery  schools,  settlement  houses,  summer 
camps,  and  similar  nonprofit  institutions: 
(3)  Extend  the  brucellosis  eradication  pro¬ 
gram  through  fiscal  years  1957  and  1958,  and 
increase  to  $20  million  the  amount  of  CCC 
funds  available  therefor;  (4)  Extend  for  two 
additional  years  (from  December  31,  1956) 
authority  for  the  disposal  of  surplus  dairy 
products  through  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion  and  the  Armed  Services. 

Some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Senate 
amendments  are  included  in  other  legislation 
now  under  active  consideration  by  the  Con¬ 
gress.  Other  provisions  of  the  Senate 
amendments  requiring,  as  they  do,  a  sub¬ 
stantial  deviation  from  the  present  emer¬ 
gency  programs,  or  extending  those  pro¬ 
grams  in  a  semipermanent  basis,  merit  more 
extensive  consideration  than  they  would  re¬ 
ceive  by  the  Congress  as  amendments  to  this 
emergency  legislation. 

In  view  of  these  considerations,  the  Senate 
has  receded  from  its  position  and  the  bill 
as  agreed  upon  and  reported  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  is  identical  with  the 
bill  passed  by  the  House. 

Harold  D.  Cooley, 

W.  R.  Poage, 

Thomas  G.  Abernethy, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 


SCHOOL-MILK  AND  BRUCJ 
ERADICATION  PROGI ... 

(Mr.  MARTIN  asked  and  was3  ;ivei 
permission  to  address  the  House 
minute.) 
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Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
ask  the  gentlemen  from  North  Carolina 
when  he  expects  to  call  up  the  confer¬ 
ence  report? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  As  early  tomorrow  as 
possible. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  That  is  tomorrow? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Yes,  tomorrow. 

Mr.  MARTIN,  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 


CONSENT  CALENDAR 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  This  is 
Consent  Calendar  day.  The  Clerk  will 
call  the  first  bill  on  the  Consent  Cal¬ 
endar. 


TITLE  III  OP  THE  BANKHEAD- JONES 
EARM  TENANT  ACT 

The  Clerk^called  the  bill  (H.  R.  6815) 
to  provide  for^the  orderly  disposition  of 
property  acquired  under  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  and  for  other 
purposes.  \ 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  oi  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Colorado? 

There  was  no  objection. 


DESIGNATING  NATIONAL  FARM- 
CITY  WEEK 

The  Clerk  called  the  joint  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  317)  designating  the  last  week 
in  October  of  each  year  as  National 
Farm-City  Week. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  may  I  call  to  the 
attention  of  my  colleague  that  this  reso¬ 
lution,  as  he  will  recall,  was  before  us 
in  the  last  session.  The  gentleman  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Hope],  the  ranking  Repub¬ 
lican  on  our  committee,  introduced  an 
identical  resolution.  It  was  thoroughly 
considered  by  our  committee,  and  I  rey* 
call  when  it  was  called  up  at  that  tinrfe 
there  was  one  objection.  May  I  pennt 
out  to  my  colleague  what  this  resolution 
does.  May  I  also  say  to  the  genfneman 
I  had  intended  to  offer  an  amendment 
changing  the  date  that  was  fived  in  the 
original  resolution  so  as  to  make  it  ap¬ 
plicable  during  the  current  year  only. 
Last  year,  although  we  fajied  to  pass  1;he 
resolution,  the  President  did  what  the 
resolution  indicates  woifld  be  appropriate 
for  him  to  do  and  t^fat  is  to  designate 
National  Farm-CitjrWeek. 

Mr.  Speaker,  ilyis  especially  desirable 
at  this  time  that /we  open  a  broad  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  understanding  and  friendship 
between  the  people  who  produce  our  food 
and  fiber  anG  those  who  consume  it. 

Agriculture's  position  in  the  whole 
economws  the  most  pressing  domestic 
probleni  confronting  our  country,  and 
the  la&st  understood. 

I^s  essential  that  city  people  under¬ 
stand  agriculture.  It  is  to  their  own 
aelf-interest  that  agriculture  be  prosper¬ 


ous  and  not  become  a  depressing  drag 
upon  the  whole  economy.  Our  great 
strength  as  a  Nation  has  its  roots  in  the 
soil  and  a  large  dependence  upon  the 
people  who  till  the  soil.  Farmers  want 
to  join  city  people,  and  we  want  them 
to  join  us,  in  establishing  and  assuring 
a  condition  of  permanent  prosperity  in 
this  Nation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  thousands  and  thousands 
of  words  critical  of  American  fanners 
have  been  beamed  to  city  dwellers  in  re¬ 
cent  months,  by  news  releases,  radio,  and 
television,  in  speeches  and  in  magazines. 
A  rather  successful  attempt  has  been 
made  to  prejudice  city  people  against 
farmers.  This  has  been  a  destructive 
and  regrettable  part  of  the  controversy 
over  the  farm  program. 

The  time  now  has  come  when  those  of 
us  who  are  interested  in  the  welfare  of 
farmers — and,  indeed,  in  the  welfare  of 
our  country — must,  and  I  say  must,  find 
a  way  to  present  the  truth  about  agri¬ 
culture  to  the  people — especially  to  the 
great  urban  populations  of  the  Nation. 

Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  urge  upon, 
the  House  its  unanimous  approval  of 
House  Joint  Resolution  317,  which  I  ha/e 
introduced.  This  and  an  identical  reso¬ 
lution  by  Mr.  Hope,  of  Kansas — Imuse 
Joint  Resolution  318 — would  designate, 
as  amended,  the  week  of  Novenfber  16- 
22,  1956,  as  National  Farm-Qfty  Week, 
to  honor  America’s  farm  fancies  and  to 
promote  understanding  between  farm 
sand  city  people.  / 

\For  many  years  individuals  and  or¬ 
ganizations  interestecDm  the  welfare  of 
American  agriculture^ realized  the  need 
to  bring  about  a  greater  mutual  under¬ 
standing  between,,  our  urban  population 
and  the  Nation ’sr  farmers.  Although  it 
was  recogniVdahat  the  program  of  im¬ 
proving  rela^ons  should  be  carried  on 
continuously;  a  group  which  was  formed 
last  year  felt  it  desirable  to  set  aside  1 
week  eafh  year  miring  which  special 
emphasis  would  be  applied  to  the  prob¬ 
lem  add  strong  efforts  wvould  be  made  to 
develop  solutions.  \ 

jA  national  steering  committee  for 
^arm-City  Week  was  set  up  !h  March  of 
T955.  The  dates,  October  23  to  29,  1955, 
were  selected  as  the  week  for  Farpi-City 
Week  observance  and  plans  were  f6^mu- 
lated  up  until  that  time  for  the  most 
successful  possible  participation  of  as 
many  organizations  as  possible.  Kiwanisv 
International  was  named  as  the  coordi¬ 
nating  agency  for  the  project  and  the 
program  was  designed  and  promoted  to 
produce  an  impact  in  every  American 
home. 

Farm-City  Week  made  its  presence 
felt  in  all  parts  of  the  United  States. 
It  received  the  official  blessing  of  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower  when  he  issued  a  proc¬ 
lamation  on  October  17. 

Needless  to  say,  the  greatest  amount 
of  attention  was  given  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  local  community  programs.  In 
this  effort,  countless  organizations  took 
part,  Kiwanis  and  other  service-club 
groups,  agricultural  agencies,  youth 
groups,  State  and  local  farm  bureaus, 
local  and  Pomona  granges,  chambers  of 
commerce,  individual  businesses,  colleges 
and  universities,  churches,  schools,  rail¬ 
roads,  and  labor  groups.  From  reports 


received,  more  than  a  quarter  milliffh 
people  became  involved  in  the  program. 

Most  significant  is  the  fact  thaUcon- 
tinuing  projects  were  indicate^'  and 
there  is  great  hope  that  last  yejers  pro¬ 
grams  will  be  revitalized,  expanded,  and 
intensified  to  insure  further  impact  dur¬ 
ing  this  year.  f 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  never 
during  1955  was  Farm-City  Week  used 
for  selfish  purposes.  AXs  fundamental 
philosophy  of  demonstrating  the  inter¬ 
dependence  of  all  segments  of  our  society 
permeated  all  projects.  The  week  con¬ 
tributed  its  shar^to  the  real  meaning  of 
the  American  way  of  life. 

One  of  th^w  factors  most  responsible 
for  the  success  of  this  initial  Farm-City 
Week  effort  was  the  tremendous  con- 
tributioivmade  by  various  media  of  com¬ 
munication,  including  local  and  national 
newspapers,  farm  press  and  special  press, 
and/local,  regional  and  national  radio 
ancf  television.  The  press  associations 
w€re  especially  helpful  in  promoting  the 
(project  on  a  national  scale. 

Those  who  fostered  the  first  annual 
observance  of  Farm-City  Week  are  grati¬ 
fied  at  the  results.  For  an  initial  effort 
they  believe  it  was  highly  successful. 
They  are  convinced  that  with  each  suc¬ 
ceeding  year  the  program  will  see  wider 
participation,  more  intensive  national 
and  local  efforts,  and  a  consequent 
growth  of  understanding. 

Only  last  month  the  1955  observance 
of  Farm-City  Week  was  recognized  by 
Freedom  Foundation.  It  was  the  re¬ 
cipient  of  a  distinguished  service  award 
in  the  foundation’s  Americanism  contest. 
Presentation  of  the  award  was  made  to 
Merle  H.  Tucker,  general  chairman  of  the 
National  Farm-City  Week  Committee  in 
ceremonies  on  Washington’s  birthday,  at 
Valley  Forge. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  fitting  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  lend  encouragement  to  this  under¬ 
taking  in  understanding  between  our 
rural  and  city  people. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  May  I  say  to  my 
friend  that  I  am  not  opposed  to  the  bill, 
but  the  way  the  bill  reads  now  it  is  not 
appropriate  and  it  is  not  in  order,  and 
no  one  has  advised  the  members  of  the 
objectors  committee  that  they  were  will¬ 
ing  to  put  the  resolution  in  order. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret 
that  situation,  of  course,  but  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  would  withdraw  his  request,  I 
>would  like  to  offer  two  amendments 
v)hich  would  correct  the  dates.  With  the 
gehjtleman’s  permission,  may  we  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
and  I  will  ask  that  these  amendments  be 
considered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to'tjie  present  consideration  of 
the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  MARTIN\  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  .deject,  I  would  like  to 
inquire  whether  ariy,  of  the  Republican 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  are  aware  of  thd\  nature  of  the 
amendments  the  gentlemhn  from  North 
Carolina  is  going  to  offer. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am  surds,  that  my 
colleague,  the  gentleman  frorii^Kansas 
[Mr.  Hope]  is  aware  of  them.  But,  I  am 
not  sure  that  all  of  the  Members  T^ave 
been  advised.  The  only  thing  that  lfcus 
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jsed  to  do  by  these  amendments 
Is  toNhange  the  date  which  originally 
provided  that  National  Farm-City  Week 
be  designated  in  each  year  or  as  of 
October  1855,  to  the  week  of  November 
16,  1956.  vRe  did  that  to  carry  it  clear 
beyond  the  election.  I  believe,  perhaps, 
that  the  objection  was  interposed  pre¬ 
viously  because  nf  the  fact  that  Farm- 
City  Week  as  proposed  in  the  original 
bill  was  fixed  to  tome  before  the  elec¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Thhn  the  legislation 
would  have  no  effect  until  next  Novem¬ 
ber? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  It  would\ome  into  ef¬ 
fect  on  November  16,  1956. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Then,  why  'hot  let  the 
bill  go  over  for  2  weeks  so  mat  op¬ 
portunity  may  be  had  to  consul^  about 
the  proposal. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  May  I  say  that  I  have 
been  just  advised  by  one  of  my  col¬ 
leagues  on  the  committee  that  thes? 
amendments  were  considered  in  the’1 
committee  and  were  approved  in  the 
committee.  The  resolution,  of  course, 
will  have  to  pass  the  other  body. 

The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
August  H.  Andresen],  one  of  the  senior 
members  of  the  committee,  is  present. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  The  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  assures  me  that  the  amend¬ 
ments  are  satisfactory  and  therefore  I 
withdraw  my  reservation  of  objection, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  last  week  In  Oc¬ 
tober  of  each  year  Is  to  be  designated  as  Na¬ 
tional  Farm-City  Week,  in  recognition  of  the 
contribution  American  farm  families  have 
made  to  our  civilization  and  in  order  to  pro¬ 
mote  better  public  under  standing  of  the 
needs,  problems,  and  opportunities  of  our 
country’s  agriculture  and  farm  people,  and 
to  honor  men  and  women  who  have  con¬ 
tributed  to  agricultural  achievements  and 
progress. 

To  this  end  the  President  is  authorized  and 
requested  to  issue  annually  a  proclamation 
calling  upon  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
the  land-grant  colleges,  the  Agricultural  Ex-/ 
tension  Service  and  all  other  appropriate 
agencies  and  officials  of  the  Government/to 
cooperate  with  National,  State,  and  Local 
farm  organizations  and  other  groups  ,m  the 
several  States  and  counties  in  preparing  and 
carrying  out  programs  for  the  appropriate 
observation  of  National  Farm-Cit/Week,  in¬ 
cluding  plans  for  public  meetings,  discus¬ 
sions,  exhibits,  pageants,  and/  press,  radio, 
and  television  features,  with/ a  special  em¬ 
phasis  on  notable  achievements  by  rural 
groups  and  individuals,  loaCl,  State,  and  Na¬ 
tional,  and  on  the  all-argfund  enrichment  of 
American  country  livijig  through  adequate 
cultural,  spiritual,  ec^ffcational,  recreational, 
and  health  f  acilitiesLor  both  rural  youth  and 
rural  adults.  / 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ments  : 

Page  1,  llni  3,  after  the  word  “last”,  insert 
the  word  j»Tull.” 

Page  1/  line  3,  after  the  word  “October”, 
strike  out  “of  each  year  is  to”  and  insert 
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!e  2,  line  2,  after  the  word  “issue”,  strike 
rthe  word  “annually.” 


Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cooley  to  the 
committee  amendment:  Page  1,  line  3,  strike 
out  all  of  line  3  after  the  word  “last”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  the  following:  "that 
the  week  of  November  16-22,  1956.” 

The  amendment  to  the  commmittee 
amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  en¬ 
grossed  and  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
“Joint  resolution  designating  the  week 
of  November  16-22,  1956,  as  National 
Farm-City  Week.” 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

AINSWORTH  UNIT  OF  MISSOURI 
RIVER  BASIN  PROJECT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9132) 
to'provide  for  the  approval  of  the  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  the 
Ainsworth  unit  of  the  Missouri  Riydr 
Basin  project. 

The  SHAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  ifiere 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill?' 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask\unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  be  passe'cL  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER\ro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objd^fon. 

TO  REIMBURSE  jO  V 

acquired  tender 

LAMATION /LAWS 

The  Clerk, tolled  the  bill  (H\R.  5975) 
to  authorise  the  Secretary  of  theTnterior 
to  reimburse  owners  of  lands  acquired 
under  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  for 
their  ^moving  expenses,  and  for  other 
purpj 

e  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill, 
nne  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
'  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall 
not  object,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall 
not  object,  I  am  taking  advantage  of  this 
opportunity  to  direct  attention  to  H.  R. 
9351,  a  bill  that  I  have  introduced  to 
cover  the  need  for  relief  in  a  situation 
similar  in  character  to  that  covered  in 
the  pending  bill. 

The  biff  now  before  the  House,  and 
which  I  anticipate  will  be  passed  by  con¬ 
sent  and  without  objection,  authorizes 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  reimburse 
owners  and  tenants  of  lands  acquired 
under  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  for 
their  moving  expenses.  This  I  think  is  a 
good  bill  with  a  just  and  meritorious 
purpose. 


IS  OF  LANDS 
)ERAL  REC- 


We  are  told  by  the  committee  that  ex-j 
isting  law  relating  to  the  acquisition 
lands  for  projects  and  works  construe^ 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  provides 
only  for  the  purchase  of  lands  and, prop¬ 
erty  at  their  fair  market  value./ There 
is  no  provision  to  reimburse  owners  and 
tenants  dispossessed  for  their  proving  ex¬ 
penses.  H.  R.  5975  is  intended  to  make 
possible  this  reimbursement  for  moving 
expenses  in  such  situations.  • 

It  follows  the  pattern/set  in  the  act  of 
July  14,  1952  whereby the  military  de¬ 
partments  were  given  authority  to  reim¬ 
burse  landowners  stnd  tenants  for  mov¬ 
ing  expenses  whpn  acquiring  lands  for 
their  public-woyKs  projects. 

In  the  city  of  Chicago,  as  in  New  York 
and  other  lapge  cities,  vast  redevelopment 
projects  are  in  progress.  These  have 
been  made  necessary  by  the  advent  of 
the  automobile,  the  requirement  of  su¬ 
perhighways  and  wider  streets  and  of 
parking  spaces,  and  also  by  the  neces¬ 
sity/  of  removing  the  blight  of  slums. 

ider  the  power  granted  it  by  State  law, 
Ind  to  advance  the  purposes  of  the  re¬ 
habilitation  program,  the  Chicago  Land 
Clearance  Commission  has  condemned 
and  taken  over  large  areas.  In  some  of 
these  areas  are  business  properties,  ten¬ 
anted  by  merchants  and  others  who  have 
been  long-established,  and  who  must  now 
seek  new  locations. 

Under  the  law  the  owners  of  these 
properties  are  being  reimbursed  on  the 
basis  of  fair  market  value.  But  there  is 
no  provision  in  existing  law  to  recom¬ 
pense  the  displaced  small  business  ten¬ 
ants  for  their  necessary  moving  expenses 
to  new  localities.  Everyone  is  agreed 
that  these  business  tenants  are  entitled 
to  such  reimbursement  just  as  everyone 
in  the  Congress  when  the  act  of  July  14, 
1952  was  passed  was  agreed  that  owners 
and  tenants  forced  from  lands  acquired 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public  were  entitled 
to  reimbursement  for  their  moving  ex¬ 
penses.  And  so  today  in  passing  by  con¬ 
sent  the  pending  legislation  we  extend 
the  principle  in  the  case  of  projects  in 
the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

But  there  is  still  no  provision  for  the 
^lief  in  the  case  of  business  tenants  who 
are  being  displaced  in  the  rebuilding 
of  our  big  cities.  H.  R.  9351  I  have  in¬ 
troduced  to  extend  this  relief.  It  amends 
the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953  to  as¬ 
sist  small  businesses  which  are  dis¬ 
placed  by-,  urban  renewal  projects  by 
providing  Reimbursement  for  necessary 
moving  expenses  and  loans  to  cover  cer¬ 
tain  costs  incurred  in  the  relocation  of 
such  businesses^ 

Some  of  my  colleagues  may  ask  why 
the  amendment  is  \  the  Small  Business 
Act  and  not  to  the  “Housing  Act.  The 
reason  is  this :  In  Chic’ago  and  elsewhere 
many  business  tenantsNare  on  the  eve 
of  being  dispossessed.  The  need  for  re¬ 
lief  is  immediate.  It  will  hot  wait  until 
the  convening  of  the  State 'legislatures 
in  January  of  1957  and  the  arhendments 
that  are  required  to  State  lawfhgovern- 
ing  the  contribution  of  State  aiM  local 
funds  to  projects  in  which  the  Federal 
Government  participates. 

I  anticipate  that  later  when  the  Bail¬ 
ing  and  Currency  Committee  undertake^ 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  passed  second  supplemental  appropriation  bill  for  1936.  House 
agreed  to  Senate  amendments  to  bill  extending  schoel/milk  and  brucell®sis  eradicaticj 
programs  through  1958.  Sen,  Anderson  questioned  Department's  estimate  of  minimum 
support  level  under  farm  bill  for  bsteic  crops,  ,Sen.  Capehart  and  Rep,  Harvey  intro¬ 
duced  and  discussed  bills  to  increase\j.ndustriql  use  of  agricultural  surpluses. 
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1.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Passed  with 
appropriation  bill  fwr  195*. 
ment,  see  Digest  I46.) 


HQjjSS. 


amendments  H,  R.  l'aD®i| ,  the  second  supplemental 
p.  It 680  (For  items  x^f  interest  to  this  Depart- 


2.  SCHOOL  MILK  j  BRUCELLOSIS  ERADICATION.  Rejected  the  conference  report  on  H.  R. 
8320,  to  extend  the  school  milk  and  brucellosis  eradication  programs,  and 
adopted  the  Senate  amendments  thereto  (pp«  H68O,  A2553).  The  Senate  amendments 
provided  for  the  extension  of  the  school  milk  and  brucellosis  eradication 
programs .through  the  fiscal  year  1958  and  increases  in  funds  available  for  the 
programs,  the  extension  of  the  milk  program  to  certain  nursery  schools  and 
non-profit  organizations,  and  the  extension  of  the  surplus  dairy  products 
disposal  te  the  VA  and  armed  services  through  1958.  This  bill  is  now  ready 
for  the  President. 


3.  TOBACCO.  Rep.  Wilson,  Ind. ,  criticized  the  use  of  inferior  and  stem 

in  the  manufacture  of  cigarettes  and  suggested  that  an  investigation  be 
therpossible  harmful  effects  of  this  process  of  manufacture,  p,  Uo?9 

U.  /DAIRY  INDUSTRY.  Rep.  Andersen  paid  tribute  to  D.  T.  Carlson  as  a  leader  in  t 
/  dairy  industry,  p.  l|68tf 


6. 


7. 


8. 


9. 


LINKING  a©  CURRENCY.  Rep.  Reuss  spoke  in  favor  of  his  bill  H.  R.  10080,  to 
provide  for  the  payment  by  the  U.  S.  Treasury  of  unpaid  principal  and  interest, 
up  A)  the  date  of  receivership,  of  bonds  of  six  joint  stock  lana  banks  which 
failed  in  the  1920's  and  1930' s.  P*  U706 

hiOdOPCLfre.  Rep.  Patman,  in  a  speech  favorable  to  H.  R.  11,  to  prohibit/ 
certain  pklce  discriminations,  cited  the  support  of  the  Cooperative  League 
to  this  measure,  p.  U712 


lTM. 


U7lU, 


ELECTRIFICATION.  Both  Houses  received  the  annual  report  of  the  Federal 
Fewer  Commission ;  to  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee.  po< 

1»636  \  / 

TR.'iJ.  rCHTATION.  Tna  merchant  arine  and  Fisheries  Committee/reported  'without 
amendment  H.  R.  787U\  to  provide  for  transportation  of  passengers  and  merchan¬ 
dise  on  Canadian  vessels  between  certain  points  within  Alaska  and  the  U.  S. 

(H.  Rent.  1928).  p.  hl\k  / 


PROPERTY.  The  Government  ^Operations  Committee  adopted  a  report  "Real  and 
Personal  Property  Inventory'Jleport"  of  the  U.  S.  government  (H.  Rept.  1930). 
P.  U71U 


SENATE 


/ 


10.  FARM  FROGR'M.  Sen.  Anderson  questioned  the  accuracy  of  figures  released  by 
the  Department  of  estimated  minimum\support/ievels  for  basic  crops  and  dairy 
products  under  the  farm  bill,  S.  3l8>*  and"  offered  computations  he  had  made 
to  support  his  position,  p.  1*676  w 

For  a  summary  of  the  provisions  o^Athe  farm  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate 
see  the  attachment  to  this  Digest. 

11.  FORESTRY.  The  Agriculture  and  Fords  try  Committee  ordered  reported  without 

amendment  the  following  bills:  /p.  D267  \ 

H„  R.  37h,  to  authorize  the  adjustment  ahd  clarification  of  ownership  to 
certain  lands  within  the  Stanislaus  National  Forest. 

H.  R.  1855 f  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  (l)  require, 
whenever  it  is  determined  /o  be  in  the  public  interest,  that  satisfactory  co¬ 
operative  arrangements  be/  made  before  any  research  'is  undertaken  by  the  Forest 
Service;  (2)  establish  <(  Forest  and  Range  Research  National  Advisory  Committee  $ 
(3)  advance  funds  to  pr, operators  when  cooperative  research  work  will  be 
stimulated  or  facilitated  by  so  doing;  and  (1*)  pay  fronr\Forest  Service  research 
activities  funds  the  travel  and  subsistence  expenses  of  the  members  of  the 
Forest  and  Range  Research  National  Advisory  Committee  in  connection  with  their 
attendance  at  meetings  for  the  purpose  of  performing  their  duties, 

12.  ATER  CONSERVATION,  The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  ordered  reported 
without  amendment  H,  R*  7236,  to  amend  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soi-k  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act  with  respect  to  water  conservation  prAstices. 
p.  D267 


13.  SEEDS. /The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  ordered  reported  with 
^8,  to  prescribe  civil  penalties  for  violations  of  the  Federal 
P./267 


LIC  LANDS.  The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  ordered  reported  with' 
amendment  S.  221*6,  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  lands  to  the  city  of  Wa,^ 
S.  Dak.;  and  without  amendment  H.  J,  Res.  112,  to  release  reversionary  right 
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tate  or  local  government  retirement 
sjjstems  can  be  included  in  a  State-Fed¬ 
eral  agreement,  a  majority  of  the  eligible 
employees  must  vote  in  favor  of  having 
old-agfe  and  survivors’  insurance  cover¬ 
age  in  Especial  referendum  on  the  ques¬ 
tion.  Tmilaw  provides  for  the  entry  of 
State  and  local  employees  into  the  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  program  not 
individually  but  in  groups  called  coverage 
groups.  The  Sc\te  decides  which  groups 
will  be  covered. 

When  I  was  in  nfa  district  recently  for 
a  series  of  roving  office  hours,  I  had  called 
to  my  attention  a  situation  which  I  had 
not  earlier  realized  exited  in  connection 
with  social-Security  coverage  for  State 
and  local  government  employees.  Many 
individuals  who  are  eligible  for  member¬ 
ship  in  a  State  retirement  steitem  will 
never  be  able  to  draw  retirement  benefits 
because  of  the  fact  that  the  wording  of 
the  State  statute  precludes  qualifications 
for  such.  Although  these  individuals 
will  not  be  able  to  complete  a  sufficient 
number  of  years  of  membership  in  tm 
retirement  system  prior  to  mandatory > 
retirement  age,  they  are  required  to  be 
members  of  the  retirement  fund.  In 
other  words,  certain  individuals  are  re¬ 
quired  to  contribute  to  a  compulsory  sav¬ 
ings  plan. 

In  order  to  afford  individuals  in  the 
above-mentioned  category  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  become  eligible  for  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  benefits  at 
some  future  date,  I  have  today  intro¬ 
duced  legislation  to  amend  title  II  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  to  permit  a  State 
or  local  government  employee  who  is 
covered  by  a  retirement  system,  but  who 
cannot  receive  the  benefits  of  such  sys¬ 
tem,  to  elect  social-security  coverage  as 
a  self-employed  individual  if  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  system 
has  not  been  extended  to  his  services  by 
an  agreement  under  section  218  of  that 
act. 

The  bill  which  I  have  introduced  pro¬ 
vides  that  any  individual  who  is  an  em¬ 
ployee  of  a  State  or  political  subdivision 
thereof  may  file  a  certificate  certifying 
that  he  elects  to  have  the  insurance  sys¬ 
tem  established  by  title  II  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  extended  to  such  services 
performed  by  him.  This  election  may 
be  made  only  if  the  insurance  system 
established  by  title  II  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act  has  not  been  extended  t/  the 
services  performed  by  him  as  sue/  em¬ 
ployee  under  an  agreement  urnler  sec¬ 
tion  218  of  such  act,  and  the'  services 
performed  by  him  as  such''  employee 
are  covered  by  a  retirement  system,  as 
defined  in  section  218  (b4  (4)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  buy  he  can  under 
no  circumstances  complete  the  period  of 
service  required  in  order  to  qualify  for 
the  benefits  of  such' retirement  system. 

The  measure  also  contains  provisos 
setting  up  a  time*  limit  for  filing  a  cer¬ 
tificate  electing-Coverage  and  makes  the 
election  irrevocable.  It  also  provides 
that  such  certificate  shall  not  be  effec¬ 
tive  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  any  suc¬ 
ceeding  taxable  year  in  which  the  insur¬ 
ance  system  established  by  title  II  of 
the  Stecial  Security  Act  is  extended  to 
suclyservices  by  means  of  an  agreement 
under  section  218  of  such  act,  or  it  be¬ 
comes  possible  for  such  individual,  cur¬ 


rently  or  at  some  future  date,  to  receive 
benefits  under  such  retirement  system. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  very  strongly  that 
our  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  in¬ 
surance  system  should  be  extended  to 
State  or  local  government  employees  who 
through  no  fault  of  their  own  will  not 
be  able  to  qualify  for  the  benefits  of  a 
retirement  system  to  which  they  are 
compelled  to  contribute.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  coverage  as  a  self-employed 
individual  should  be  denied  these  indi¬ 
viduals  simply  because  a  majority  of  the 
employees  in  certain  situations  would 
not  vote  in  favor  of  inclusion  in  a  State- 
Federal  agreement.  I  hope  that  the  leg¬ 
islation  which  I  have  introduced  will 
receive  the  early  and  favorable  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  Congress. 


SYNTHETIC  TOBACCO  THREATENS 
FARM  ECONOMY 

(Mr.  WILSON  of  Indiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speak- 
r,  the  Ninth  Indiana  Congressional  Dis-y 
tnct,  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represei; 
in  this  Chamber  for  16  consecutive  yea 
is  largely  an  agricultural  area  and  much 
of  the\conomy  there  is  dependent'upon 
farmingvpr  related  activities.  7 

The  soil  of  southeastern  ,  Indiana, 
wherein  my  district  lies,  is  particularly 
good  for  the-,  cultivation  of/fine  burley 
tobacco.  TheT4  counties  y(  that  district 
have  6,707  farmers  who  raise  burley  on 
6,834.5  acres — ava^ginp'  less  than  1  acre 
per  farmer.  Hundreds  of  these  growers 
have  tobacco  allotments  of  less  than  one- 
half  acre.  Actually,  there  are  only  225 
in  the  whole  district  who  have  allotments 
of  2  acres  or  mpi-e  and  mqt  a  single  one 
has  an  allotment  as  high  aA20  acres. 

Burley  tobacco,  then,  is  a\ery  impor¬ 
tant  cash  prop  to  these  farmers.  With¬ 
out  the  rponey  derived  from  sal\of  their 
tobacco/many  hundreds  of  them\would 
be  in  ,.4  bad  way.  They  have  worked 
closely  with  the  Agriculture  Depart¬ 
ment's  tobacco  allocation  and  support 
program.  Indeed,  the  tobacco  prograr 
*  perhaps  the  most  successful  that  the^ 
rnited  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
now  has  in  effect.  The  growers  are  due 
much  credit  for  this. 

Now,  almost  overnight,  these  farmers 
are  faced  by  a  situation  which  can,  un¬ 
less  it  is  corrected,  disrupt  the  tobacco¬ 
growing  industry  and  drive  many  tobacco 
farmers  into  bankruptcy  or  out  of  busi¬ 
ness.  This  same  situation  also  is  of 
grave  concern  to  the  tobacco-consuming 
public,  especially  cigarette  smokers. 

I  am  concerned  about  the  development 
and  introduction  of  synthetic  cigarettes — 
synthetic  to  the  extent  that  they  are  not 
made  of  the  highest  quality  tobaccos. 
Instead,  they  are  made  of  chemically 
manufactured  sheets  of  pulverized  to¬ 
bacco  and  tobacco  stems. 

Here  is  how  this  process  works: 

A  hand  of  dried  or  cured  tobacco  is 
tossed  into  this  pulverizing  process — 
stem,  scraps,  and  all.  After  it  is  ground 
into  a  substance  which  I  understand  is 
about  the  same  texture  as  powdered  cof¬ 
fee,  the  product  then  is  blended  with  a 
congealing  chemical  and  put  through  a 
special  heating  process  which  permits  of 


permanent  absorption  of  considerabl 
quantities  of  air.  Next,  this  synthetic 
material  emerges  from  the  machinein 
thin  slabs  or  sheets.  The  final  stcjj is  in 
chopping  or  cutting  these  synthetic 
sheets  into  tiny  shreds  which  a/e  rolled 
into  cigarettes  and  passed  on  t/the  pub¬ 
lic  as  fine  tobacco. 

The  swing  to  these  syndetic  tobacco 
sheets  has  been  unheralded  by  the  ciga¬ 
rette  makers  who  have/gone  into  that 
field.  And  right  her/ 1  would  like  to 
point  out  that  not  all/f  them  have  taken 
to  the  new  formula/  At  least  one  of  the 
larger  manufacturers  is  still  buying  the 
highest  quality  tobaccos  and  using  only 
that  portion  of  the  tobacco  leaf  which 
makes  for  th€  most  wholesome  smoke. 
But  it  is  easy  to  see  that  he  must  even¬ 
tually  adopt  the  synthetic  process  if  he 
is  to  sta/  in  business,  for  the  cigarette 
business  is  highly  competitive. 

fther  this  congealing  chemical  and 
the  Overall  process  is  going  to  be  more 
haTmful  to  the  cigarette  user  is,  of 
^.burse,  open  to  discussion.  Certainly  the 
smoker  will  be  getting  a  product  of  ap¬ 
parently  inferior  quality.  His  cigarette 
will  be  made  up  of  ground  or  pulverized 
tobacco  stems  and  scraps  as  well  as  the 
leafy  or  heretofore  desirable  portion  of 
the  tobacco  plant.  Until  this  new  proc¬ 
ess  came  along,  cigarette  and  pipe  tobac¬ 
co  manufacturers  generally  discarded  the 
woody  stems  of  the  tobacco  leaf. 

It  can  well  be  seen  what  this  will 
mean  to  the  tobacco  grower.  He  sells 
his  product  by  the  pound  and  a  con¬ 
siderable  portion  of  that  poundage  has 
been  in  the  stems  running  through  each 
tobacco  leaf.  Now  that  these  stems  are 
to  go  into  cigarettes,  and  the  synthetic 
product  also  is  to  contain  much  “sealed 
in”  air  which  requires  lesser  quantities  of 
the  shredded  material  from  which  the 
cigarette  is  made,  the  market  for  his 
tobacco  will  be  considerably  curtailed. 

The  turn  to  these  synthetic  cigarettes 
is  indicated  by  statistics  I  found  at  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  a  few  days 
ago.  Last  year,  in  1955,  the  cigarette 
output  in  this  country  was  up  3  percent 
over  the  output  of  1954.  Yet  the  disap¬ 
pearance  of  cigarette  tobacco^  stocks  in 
le  country  was  about  5  percent  less. 
Ih.  other  words,  in  making  3  percent 
mote  cigarettes  we  used  5  percent  less 
tobacco. 

Alsck  significant  is  the  fact  that  the 
so-called  finest  qualities  of  cigarette  to¬ 
baccos  are  becoming  more  and  more  in 
surplus  wftfie  the  low  grades  of  rela¬ 
tively  lowermost  to  the  cigarette  manu¬ 
facturers  are\ecoming  scarce.  In  past 
years  the  lowe\  grades  have  been  sold 
in  export,  a  martet  which  will  not  buy 
our  finer  and  costlier  grades.  Now  that 
cigarette  makers  are  grabbing  off  the 
cheap  tobacco,  our  export  formula  will 
obviously  have  to  be  revised. 

I  do  not  like  this  whdte  picture,  Mr. 
Speaker — from  the  standpoint  of  the  to¬ 
bacco  growers,  of  the  miliums  of  peo¬ 
ple  who  smoke  cigarettes  anfel  who  are 
not  being  informed  of  this  swirrfc  to  syn¬ 
thetics,  and  the  manner  in  wmch  the 
transition  is  taking  place.  It  seelns  to 
me  that  if  the  new  synthetic  leaf  as  a 
better  product,  if  it  is  better  for  the 
smoker,  more  pleasant,  more  palatable 
less  harmful — then  the  cigarette  manu-’’ 
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factitar  would  be  glad  to  tell  the  world 
about  \  all.  Instead,  there  appears  an 
air  of  Njush,  of  mystery  about  the 
change-over. 

I  am  going  to  strive  to  get  this  thing 
investigatedTvt  hope  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  closely  examines  these 
cigarettes  to  se\if  they  contain  harm¬ 
ful  ingredients. 

Incidentally,  I  understand  the  makers 
of  this  product  are  Calling  it  homogen¬ 
ized  tobacco.  That  K  not  my  under¬ 
standing  of  the  meaning  of  that  word, 
“homogenized.”  The  dictionary  says  it 
means  to  make  more  nutrNdous  or  pal¬ 
atable  a  given  product,  suoh  as  milk, 
without  adding  any  chemical^  or  for¬ 
eign  substance.  Such  is  not  'the  de¬ 
scription  of  synthetic  tobacco. 


THE  FARM  BILL 


(Mr.  HARVEY  asked  and  was  givei 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  to¬ 
day  introducing  a  companion  bill  to  the 
one  introduced  yesterday  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Indiana,  Senator  Cape- 
hart.  Permit  me  to  emphasize  that  this 
legislation  is  supplemental  to,  not  a  sub¬ 
stitute  for,  the  pending  farm  bill  soon  to 
go  to  House-Senate  conference.  The 
pending  farm  bill,  H.  R.  12,  will  bring 
our  productive  capacity  into  alinement 
with  a  shrinking  market.  This  may  be  a 
temporary  necessity;  farmers,  however, 
have  never  wanted  to  prosper  on  a  scarc¬ 
ity  program.  My  bill  would  establish  a 
new  agency  called  the  Industrial  Agricul¬ 
tural  Products  Administration.  This 
agency  would  have  authority  to  coordi¬ 
nate  and  implement  all  the  research 
facilities  of  the  Federal  Government  and 
bring  every  potential  of  these  facilities  to 
bear  on  the  problem  of  greater  industrial 
utilization  of  the  products  of  our  farms. 
It  is  my  hope  that  it  will  receive  speedy 
and  favorable  consideration. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1956 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  un¬ 
finished  business  is  the  question  on  the 
passage  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10004)  makii 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the^fs- 
cal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  ancl'for 
other  purposes. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  l^fd  on  the 
table. 


ROLLCALI 


<1DRESEN.  Mr. 
6int  of  order  that 


Snt. 


Obvi- 


BaunUsart 


Bogg 


BolFon, 


Frances  P. 


Boykin 

Canfield 

Coudert 

Diggs 


Eberharter 

Gamble 

Grant 

Gray 


Gwinn  Morgan 

Harrison,  Nebr.  Moulder 
Hinshaw  Powell 

Holt  Rivers 

Hope  Shelley 

Mollohan  Taylor 


Thompson, 

Mieh. 

Walter 

WiUls 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Four 
hundred  and  eight  Members  have  an¬ 
swered  to  their  names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


PERMISSION  TO  SIT  DURING 
SESSION  OF  HOUSE 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  may  be  permitted  to 
sit  during  general  debate  during  sessions 
of  the  House  this  week. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 


IMITTEE  ON  MERCHANT  MARINE 
AND  FISHERIES 


Mr.\BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  as 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Mercnant  Marine  and  Fisheries/may 
have  until  ’-midnight  tonight  to  file  its 
report  on  a\ecent  investigation  of  gas 
and  oil  leases\m  fish  and  wildlife  pre¬ 
serves. 

The  SPEAKER>pro  tempofre.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  pi  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carohng 
There  was  no  objects 


HONORS 
,  T.  CARL- 


Mr.  AUGUST  H. 

Speaker,  I  make  the 
a  quorum  is  not  prej 

The  SPEAKER .pro  tempore, 
ously  a  quorum  if  not  present. 

Mr.  ALBERT/  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  Hmfse. 

A  call  of  tfcrfe  House  was  ordered.  The 
Clerk  callejr  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Members /failed  to  answer  to  their 
names ;  _ 

{Roll  No.  18] 


TESTIMONIAL  /DlNNE: 

DAIRY  LEAD,gR  DANIE! 

SON 

(Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  as’lmd  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  Sis  re' 
marks  at.fhis  point  in  the  Record./ 

Mr.  M.  CARL  ANDERSEN. 
Speal/r,  on  Tuesday,  March  27,  tl?L 
WiilHiar  Citizens  Committee  of  Willmar, 
Minn.,  will  honor  an  outstanding  dairy 
r  ider,  Mr.  Daniel  T.  Carlson,  at  a  testi¬ 
monial  dinner. 

One  of  my  very  good  friends,  in  invit¬ 
ing  me  to  attend  the  dinner,  describes 
it  as  follows : 

This  dinner  Is  planned  that  recognition 
may  be  given  him  for  his  many  activities 
and  contributions  over  a  period  of  many 
years,  in  the  line  of  duty  and  beyond,  both 
in  his  home  community  and  elsewhere. 

All  of  agricultural  America  should  join 
the  people  of  Willmar  in  this  testimonial. 
This  is  particularly  true  of  dairy  farm¬ 
ers  and  those  in  the  dairy  industry  to 
whom  Dan  Carlson  has  rendered  such 
magnificent  service  through  the  years. 

He  was  one  of  the  founders  and  first 
presidents  of  the  American  Dairy  Asso¬ 
ciation.  Through  the  years  he  has 
helped  lead  that  great  dairy  organiza¬ 
tion  to  its  pinnacle  of  service  to  the 
dairy  industry  today.  He  has  done  prob¬ 
ably  as  much  as  any  other  man  in  Amer¬ 
ica  to  improve  the  quantity  and  quality 
of  dairy  products  and  to  encourage  their 
consumption  by  our  people.  Producers 
and  consumers  alike  owe  him  a  debt  of 
recognition  and  gratitude. 


He  is  now  and  has  been  for  mar 
years  secretary  of  the  Northwest 
ciation  of  Ice  Cream  ManufacturersVHe 
has  contributed  immeasurably  if  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  this  ^quality 
dairy  product. 

The  people  of  Willmar  and  /f  Minne¬ 
sota  honor  themselves  wheja  they  give 
this  recognition  to  the  selfless  service  of 
Dan  Carlson.  We  are  proud  to  have  him 
in  our  community.  W  eon  re  proud  of  all 
that  he  has  done,  anti  we  know  that 
his  good  work  is  not  finished.  We  know 
that  all  of  dairy  land  joins  us  in  this 
salute  to  Daniel  fT.  Carlson,  outstand¬ 
ing  citizen  of  Willmar,  Minn.,  and  dairy 
leader  of  America. 


EXI 


1ATTON  OF  VOTE 


(Mr.  OtJRTIS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

r.  CURTIS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  absent  from  the  Chamber 
account  of  illness  on  February  8,  1956, 
''during  rollcall  No.  7,  on  House  Resolu¬ 
tion  396,  to  disapprove  the  proposed  sale 
of  the  Institute,  W.  Va.,  copolymer  plant. 

Had  I  been  present  I  would  have  voted 
“nay.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  also  absent  from 
the  Chamber  because  of  the  grounding 
of  my  airplane  flight  from  Boston  to 
Washington  on  Tuesday,  March  13,  1956, 
during  rollcall  No.  16,  regarding  suspen¬ 
sion  of  the  rules  and  passage  of  H.  R. 
9166,  to  provide  a  1-year  extension  of  the 
existing  corporate  normal  tax  rate,  and 
certain  other  rates. 

Had  I  been  present,  I  would  have  voted 
“yea.” 


J 


SCHOOL-MILK  AND  BRUCELLOSIS- 
ERADICATION  PROGRAMS 


Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8320)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949  and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954 
with  respect  to  the  special  school-milk 
program  and  the  brucellosis-eradication 
program  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1956. 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  March 
19,  1956.) 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement  of 
the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
be  read  also. 

The  SPEAKER  pro.  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  I  would  like  to 
submit  a  parliamentary  inquiry  at  this 
point. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  this 
conference  report  is  voted  down,  would 
it  then  be  in  order  immediately  there¬ 
after  for  any  Member  to  offer  a  motion 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  If  the 
conference  report  is  voted  down,  the 
Senate  amendments  would  then  be  be- 


J 


I 
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fore  the  House  for  further  action,  and 
involved  in  that  action  a  motion  to  re¬ 
cede  and  concur  would  be  one  of  the  par¬ 
liamentary  steps  that  could  be  employed. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  that 
motion  should  prevail,  would  it  have  the 
effect  of  sending  the  bill  as  amended  in 
the  other  body  to  the  White  House  for 
approval? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Assum¬ 
ing  that  the  House  was  to  take  such  ac¬ 
tion — and  I  am  not  passing  any  opinion 
on  it  at  this  time — there  would  be  a  defi¬ 
nite  conclusion  of  legislative  action,  and 
the  answer  to  the  gentleman’s  question 
would  be  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a 
matter  of  further  parliamentary  inquiry, 
if  the  conference  report  is  voted  up  or  if 
it  is  voted  down  and  such  a  motion  to  re¬ 
cede  and  concur  should  prevail,  action 
on  the  legislation  would  be  finally  com¬ 
pleted  today. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  If  the 
conference  report  is  agreed  to,  action  is 
concluded  legislatively.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  the  conference  report  is  rejected 
and  the  necessary  motion  is  made  and 
adopted,  why,  that  would  also  conclude 
it.  The  answer  to  both  of  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  questions  is  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
as  I  understand,  there  is  1  hour’s  time 
for  discussion  on  the  conference  report 
which  is  under  the  control  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee,  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Cooley], 
Now,  1  would  like  to  request  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  he  yield  one-half  of  the  time 
to  this  side  of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
like  to  say  to  my  friend  that  I  do  not 
know  what  requests  will  be  made  for  the 
use  of  this  time.  I  hope  that  we  might 
expedite  the  vote  on  this  report  and  not 
consume  the  entire  full  hour.  I  will  say 
to  my  friend  that  I  will  be  just  as  gen¬ 
erous  in  yielding  time  to  him  as  I  pos¬ 
sibly  can. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Let  me 
say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  have  several 
requests  here  for  time,  and  unless  I  get 
the  full  30  minutes,  it  would  be  difficult  to 
accommodate  those  who  have  talked  with 
me  about  having  time  to  say  a  few  words. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Well,  if  the  gentleman 
will  permit  me  to  present  my  statement, 
which  I  have  not  timed — and  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  time,  I  will  read  it;  it  is  very 
brief — I  can  tell  then  how  much  time  I 
have  remaining  for  yielding  to  other 
Members. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Is  it  not 
quite  customary  here  to  divide  the  time 
between  the  two  sides? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am  not  sure  whether 
it  is  customary  on  a  conference  report 
or  not.  I  doubt  whether  it  is. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  In  my 
brief  experience  in  the  House,  I  have 
always  found  that  both  sides  were  fair 
in  yielding  one-half  of  the  time  to  the 
other  side. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  will  be  just  as  fair  as 
circumstances  will  permit,  and  I  am  sure 
the  gentleman  knows  I  will. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Will 
the  gentleman  then  yield  me  30  minutes? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  will  certainly  say  I 
will  yield  15  minutes,  and  I  will  increase 


that  if  circumstances  permit.  I  do  not 
know  of  any  unusual  requests  over  here. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  would  like  to  have 
at  least  3  minutes. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am  sure  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  knows  that  I  will 
see  to  it  that  he  gets  3  minutes,  even  if 
I  have  to  give  him  3  minutes  of  my  own 
time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  interest  of  time,  I 
withdraw  my  request  for  the  reading  of 
the  report,  because  I  think  I  can  cover 
that  fully  in  my  statement. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Will 
the  gentleman  now  give  me  a  definite 
time  of  the  1  hour  that  has  been  allotted 
to  him?  Will  the  gentleman  give  me 
30  minutes? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  No.  I  prefer  not  to 
do  that  until  I  finish  and  see  what  the 
demands  are  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Will 
the  gentleman  give  me  25  minutes? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  will  give  the  gentle¬ 
man  15  minutes  and  compromise  on  that 
for  the  time  being. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Will 
the  gentleman  make  it  20  minutes?  Will 
the  gentleman  yield  me  20  minutes? 

Mr.  CQOLEY.  Not  now.  I  will  have 
to  go  on  with  my  statement. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Well, 
then,  I  am  certain  of  15  minutes. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  2  years 
ago  this  month  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  appeared  before  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture  in  support  of  the 
legislation  which  became  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Act  of  1954.  The  bill  sent  up  by 
the  Department  contained  provisions  af¬ 
fecting  many  commodities.  It  did  not, 
however,  contain  any  provisions  respect¬ 
ing  price  supports  for  milk  or  providing 
any  type  of  relief  for  the  dairy  industry 
which  was  just  then  facing  the  serious 
economic  shock  of  having  the  support 
level  for  its  products  reduced  from  90 
percent  to  75  percent  of  parity. 

Feeling  strongly  that  some  steps 
needed  to  be  taken  to  relieve  the  distress 
of  dairy  farmers,  our  committee — the 
Committee  on  Agriculture — wrote  into 
the  bill  before  reporting  it  to  the  House 
several  provisions  which  originated  in 
the  committee  itself  designed  to  improve 
the  situation  for  the  dairy  industry. 

One  of  these  was  authority  for  an  ex¬ 
tensive  school  milk  program.  On  the 
theory  that  one  of  the  best  possible 
methods  of  disposing  of  dairy  surpluses 
is  to  make  them  available  in  the  form 
of  fluid  milk  to  the  children  of  the  Na¬ 
tion,  the  committee  authorized  the  use 
of  up  to  $50  million  annually  of  funds 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
to  carry  out  an  expanded  school  milk 
program.  The  program  was  authorized 
to  run  through  this  fiscal  year. 

A  second  program  for  the  relief  of 
dairy  farmers  originated  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  written  into  that  bill  was 
authority  for  an  expanded  brucellosis 
eradication  program.  Because  this  pro¬ 
gram  was  designed  not  only  to  improve 
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dairy  herds  but  as  an  additional  means 
of  stabilizing  milk  production,  CCC 
funds  were  authorized  also  to  be  used 
for  this  program  in  the  amount  of  not 
to  exceed  $15  million  a  year.  This  pro¬ 
gram,  too,  was  authorized  to  continue 
through  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1956. 

Seldom  has  the  hard-earned  wisdom 
and  foresight  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Agriculture  been  more  quickly  and 
effectively  vindicated  than  in  the  case  of 
these  two  programs.  They  have  met  the 
widest  and  most  enthusiastic  acceptance 
and  have,  I  believe,  contributed  substan¬ 
tially  to  the  welfare  of  the  dairy  industry 
and  the  Nation  as  a  whole. 

In  the  price  support  bill,  H.  R.  12, 
which  the  committee  reported  and  the 
House  passed  almost  a  year  ago,  these 
two  programs  were  extended  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  fiscal  year  and  the  amount  of  CCC 
funds  authorized  to  be  expended  annu¬ 
ally  for  the  school  milk  program  was 
increased  from  $50  million  to  $75  million. 

Last  January  officials  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  reported  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  both  the  school  milk  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  brucellosis  program  are 
proving  so  popular  that  a  number  of 
States  were  exceeding  their  anticipated 
operations  and  would  exhaust  their 
allotment  of  funds  before  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year.  Believing  it  to  be  the  intent 
of  Congress  that  all  the  funds  which 
could  be  efficiently  used  for  these  pro¬ 
grams  be  made  available,  the  committee 
scheduled  hearings  and  reported  the  bill, 
H.  R.  8320,  making  additional  funds 
available  for  these  programs  for  this 
fiscal  year — $10  million  additional  for 
school  milk,  and  $2  million  additional  for 
the  brucellosis  program. 

At  the  time  of  these  hearings  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  providing  in  this  same  bill  for  an 
extension  of  these  programs  beyond  the 
current  fiscal  year  wras  considered.  It 
was  the  recommendation  of  various  wit¬ 
nesses  and  the  sense  of  the  subcommittee 
dealing  with  the  bill  that  it  should  be 
confined  to  this  year  and  that  provisions 
relating  to  future  years  should  be  dealt 
with  separately  as  has  been  done  in  H.  R. 
12. 

In  spite  of  the  earnest  feeling  of  many 
dairy  people  and  their  representatives 
that  H.  R.  8320  should  be  treated  as  an 
emergency  measure  with  the  single  ob¬ 
jective  of  providing  adequate  funds  for 
these  two  programs  this  fiscal  year,  and 
not  encumbered  with  any  thing  of  an 
even  slightly  controversial  nature,  the 
bill  was  substantially  amended  in  the 
Senate. 

The  Senate  not  only  took  the  unnec¬ 
essary  action  of  adding  to  H.  R.  8320  a 
2-year  extension  of  the  school  milk  and 
brucellosis  programs,  it  also  added  a 
2-year  extension  of  the  authority  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  surplus  dairy  products  through 
the  Veterans’  Administration  and  the 
armed  services.  Besides  this,  another 
Senate  amendment  would  change  the 
whole  scope  and  administration  of  the 
school-milk  program  by  including  with¬ 
in  that  program  nonprofit  nursery 
schools,  child  care  centers,  settlement 
houses,  summer  camps,  and  similar  non¬ 
profit  institutions. 

At  it  own  initiative  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  has  written  to  me  point- 
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ing  out  the  difficulties  of  administering 
this  summer  camp  provision  and  sug¬ 
gesting  that  it  not  be  included  in  H.  R. 
8320.  The  Department  points  out  that 
its  present  school-milk  program  is  ad¬ 
ministered  in  the  States  entirely  through 
State  departments  of  education  with  a 
minimum  of  Federal  personnel  and  Fed¬ 
eral  supervision  at  the  State  and  local 
level.  There  is  no  such  organization 
in  the  States  set  up  to  deal  with  nur¬ 
sery  schools  and  summer  camps  so  that 
a  milk  program  for  such  institutions 
would  have  to  be  operated  on  the  basis 
of  direct  Federal  supervision  and  control. 

It  is  assumed  by  some,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  there  is  no  matter  of  controversy 
whatever  involved  in  a  2-year  extension 
of  the  school-milk  and  brucellosis  pro¬ 
grams.  This  is  not  the  case.  While 
there  is,  I  believe,  unanimous  sentiment 
among  House  Members  that  these  meri¬ 
torious  programs  should  be  continued, 
there  is  a  substantial  and  fundamental 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  how  the  funds 
are  to  be  provided  if  these  programs  are 
going  to  be  continued  year  after  year 
on  a  permanent  or  semipermanent 
basis.  There  are  many  Members  who 
believe  that  it  is  not  good  legislation  to 
bypass  the  Committees  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  by  authorizing  the  use  year  after 
year  of  CCC  funds  on  a  continuing  pro¬ 
gram.  They  believe  that  if  this  is  to 
be  a  permanent  or  semipermanent  pro¬ 
gram,  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
should  appear  annually  before  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committees  to  justify  their 
use  of  funds  and  to  receive  a  regular 
appropriation  for  the  program,  just  as 
is  done  for  the  school-lunch  program 
and  for  many  other  similar  activities. 

There  are  also  those  who  believe — and 
I  am  one  who  joins  in  this  belief — that 
it  is  unfair  to  farmers  and  to  our  farm 
programs  to  make  a  practice  of  dipping 
into  the  assets  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  for  funds  to  carry  on  the 
programs  such  as  these  which  are  essen¬ 
tially  for  the  welfare  of  the  Nation  as  a 
whole.  No  matter  how  meritorious  such 
programs  may  be,  it  is  neither  good  ac¬ 
counting  nor  good  policy  to  charge  them 
up  to  the  cost  of  our  farm  programs,  as 
will  inevitably  be  done  if  we  continue  to 
take  these  funds  year  after  year  from  the 
assets  of  the  CCC. 

For  these  reasons,  if  for  none  other, 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  obvious  that  the 
proper  course  for  the  House  is  to  accept 
this  conference  report,  maek  available 
at  once  the  money  which  is  needed  right 
now  for  the  school-milk  program  and 
the  brucellosis  campaign  and  to  provide 
for  extension  of  these  worthy  programs 
in  other  legislation  where  they  can  be 
more  thoroughly  considered  strictly  on 
their  own  merits. 

I  want  to  add  just  one  comment.  I  do 
have  a  long  letter  from  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  pointing  out  the  difficul¬ 
ties  in  administering  the  Senate  provi¬ 
sions  with  reference  to  these  other  agen¬ 
cies  and  activities.  To  disagree  to  this 
conference  report  and  to  instruct  the 
conferees  to  accept  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments  would  send  to  the  White  House  a 
bill  in  final  form  which  Mr.  Benson  and 
his  associates  say  they  cannot  possibly 
administer.  All  we  are  suggesting  is 
that  you  approve  this  conference  re¬ 


port,  which  has  already  been  approved 
in  the  other  body.  The  Senate  confer¬ 
ees  readily  receded  from  their  amend¬ 
ments.  We  can  send  this  bill  to  the 
White  House,  and  the  money  will  be 
made  available  today. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  letter  from  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  to  which  I  have 
referred  is  as  follows: 

Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  February  15,  1956. 
Hon.  Harold  D.  Cooley, 

Chairman,  House  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture,  House  of  Representatives 

Dear  Congressman  Cooley  :  This  is  in  ref¬ 
erence  to  a  provision  of  H.  R.  8320  relating 
to  the  special  school-milk  program. 

In  addition  to  authorizing  an  increase  in 
the  use  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
funds  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  the  bill 
passed  by  the  Senate  provides  for  the  con¬ 
tinuation  of  the  school-milk  program 
through  1958  and  for  the  extension  of  the 
program  to  include  child-care  centers  and 
other  nonprofit  institutions  devoted  to  the 
care  of  underprivileged  children.  There  are 
certain  considerations  with  respect  to  this 
latter  provision  which  we  wish  to  bring  to 
the  attention  of  your  committee  and  the  con¬ 
ferees  who  may  be  named  on  the  bill. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  there  is  room  for 
increases  in  milk  consumption  among  under¬ 
privileged  children  being  served  by  child-care 
centers,  settlement  houses,  and  other  similar 
nonprofit  institutions.  To  reach  these  chil¬ 
dren  out  of  school  hours,  however,  would 
require  a  different  approach  than,  that  now 
being  used  under  the  special  school-milk 
program,  and  would  result  in  a  sizable  in¬ 
crease  in  Federal  personnel  and  Federal  ad¬ 
ministrative  expense. 

It  was  possible  to  put  the  special  school- 
milk  program  rapidly  into  operation  because 
State  educational  agencies  were  able  and 
willing  to  assume  very  substantial  adminis¬ 
trative  responsibilities  for  its  operation. 
They  accept  schools  for  participation,  pay  the 
schools’  claims  for  reimbursement  from 
funds  advanced  by  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  and  generally  supervise  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  program  in  individual  schools. 
These  State  educational  agencies  would  not 
have  the  authority  to  assume  such  program 
responsibilities  for  public  and  private  child¬ 
care  centers,  settlement  houses,  summer 
camps,  and  other  institutions  for  the  care 
and  training  of  children.  Therefore,  to  de¬ 
velop  a  program  that  could  be  put  into  opera¬ 
tion  nationwide  within  a  reasonable  time, 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Department  to 
deal  directly  with  all  such  centers  and  insti¬ 
tutions  in  the  various  States. 

The  school-milk  program  is  still  authorized 
as  an  additional  measure  of  price  support  for 
dairy  products.  Therefore,  we  do  not  feel  it 
would  be  practical  to  undertake  to  develop 
the  Federal  administrative  organization  that 
would  be  required  to  extend  the  current  pro¬ 
gram  to  outlets  other  than  elementary  and 
secondary  schools.  If,  at  any  time  in  the  fu¬ 
ture,  the  Congress  should  consider  the  merits 
of  authorizing  a  school-milk  program  on  a 
ermanent  basis,  we  believe  it  would  then 
e  highly  desirable  to  consider  extending  the 
program  to  include  child-care  centers  and 
other  such  institutions  devoted  to  the  care 
of  underprivileged  children. 

We  are  sending  this  same  letter  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  and  Forestry. 

Sincerely  yours, 

E.  L.  Peterson, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
gentleman  mentioned  that  we  ought  to 


have  direct  appropriations  for  the  dairy 
stabilization  program.  I  am  wondering 
if  the  gentleman  would  agree  to  the  same 
theory  when  it  comes  to  taking  care  of 
wheat  and  cotton  and  the  losses  that  are 
had  on  these  other  commodities?  Does 
the  gentleman  just  want  to  single  out 
the  dairy  stabilization  program? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  My  friend  knows 
whenever  there  is  a  deficit  in  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  funds  the 
matter  is  presented  to  the  appropriate 
committee,  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee,  and  they  then  have  to  justify  every 
item  in  their  budget  request. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  For 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Certainly. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  That  is 
correct,  but  what  about  the  school-milk 
program? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  difference  is  that 
those  commodity  programs  my  friend 
referred  to  are  specifically  and  definite¬ 
ly  farm  programs,  but  this  is  in  addition, 
a  city  program.  Every  school  child  in 
America  participates  or  can  participate 
in  this  program. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  When 
we  give  to  foreign  countries  and  to  the 
people  of  foreign  countries,  then  the 
gentleman  would  rather  do  that  than  to 
give  to  American  school  children? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  knows 
that  he  is  making  an  erroneous  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am 
asking  the  question. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  No,  sir;  these  com¬ 
modities  are  available  to  the  school  chil¬ 
dren  of  America  and  the  gentleman 
knows  that  the  idea  of  the  school  lunch 
program  originated  in  our  committee 
room,  and  the  gentleman  knows  that  the 
school  milk  program  originated  in  our 
committee  room.  I  can  think  of*  no 
reason  why  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  should  try  to  bring  the  foreign- 
aid  program  into  this  discussion.  It  is 
certainly  foreign  to  the  matter  under 
consideration.  The  gentleman  also 
knows  that  all  the  members  of  our  com¬ 
mittee  from  areas  not  primarily  engaged 
in  dairying  have  been  among  the  very 
best  friends  these  programs  have  had. 
I  certainly  do  not  believe  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota  wants  to  charge 
the  cost  of  the  school  lunch  program, 
including  fluid  milk,  and  the  cost  of 
agricultural  commodities  which  have 
gone  into  our  foreign-aid  program  to 
the  farmers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  That 
is  right. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  knows 
also  that  every  man  on  that  committee 
is  intensely  interested  in  this  program 
and  in  the  welfare  not  only  of  farmers 
but  of  the  schoolchildren  who  benefit  by 
the  program. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Why 
does  the  gentleman  want  to  single  out 
this? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  My  position  is  thor¬ 
oughly  consistent  in  this  House.  I  think 
the  farmers  of  America  have  had  to  bear 
the  burden  to  a  large  degree  of  our  for¬ 
eign-aid  program,  and  certainly  they 
ought  not  to  have  that  burden  thrown 
on  the  back  of  the  farm  program. 
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Mi*.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  g'entleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  gentleman  also  about  the 
matter  of  financing.  My  understanding 
is  that  the  House  bill,  H.  R.  12,  extended 
the  school-milk  program  for  1  year  and 
that  in  the  Senate  the  bill,  H.  R.  12  was 
amended  and  when  it  was  sent  back  here 
in  conference,  it  was  extended  for  2 
years.  The  only  item  in  disagreement  in 
the  major  bill  is  the  question  of  whether 
it  will  be  extended  for  1  year  or  2  years, 
and  there  is  no  disagreement  in  the  bill 
today  on  the  matter  of  financing  the 
school  milk  program;  am  I  not  correct? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  If  I  may  interrupt  the 
gentleman,  I  will  say  this  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  House.  Our  committee  staff 
is  making  a  complete  analysis  of  the 
Senate  bill.  I  understand  it  is  a  very 
complex  and  a  very  controversial 
measure.  We  are  going  to  work  on  it  just 
as  expeditiously  as  circumstances  will 
permit.  With  reference  to  the  item  that 
you  mentioned,  the  same  objectionable 
amendment  which  was  put  into  this  bill 
in  the  Senate  is  also  in  H.  R.  12,  but  I 
have  the  hope  that  we  can  find- some  way 
to  make  this  milk  program  available  to 
summer  camps  and  other  agencies. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  think 
you  agree  with  me  on  the  matter  of  the 
financing  of  the  milk  program  which  is 
-  the  question  which  the  gentleman  now 
raises.  It  is  not  an  item  in  controversy 
because  it  is  not  in  disagreement  between 
the  House  bill,  H.  R.  12,  Which  was  passed 
last  year  and  the  Senate  amendments 
which  were  adopted  just  the  other  day. 
So  that  has  been  taken  out  of  the  pic¬ 
ture.  Now  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  a  further  question. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  But  let  us  not  leave  the 
matter  there.  We  are  providing  here  for 
an  emergency  situation — $10  million  for 
milk  and  $2  million  for  the  brucellosis 
program.  If  we  agree  to  extend  it,  we 
should  only  provide  a  1-year  extension 
instead  of  2  years,  and  thereafter  require 
the  Department  to  justify  all  items  be¬ 
fore  the  Appropriations  Committee  and 
not  permit  the  use  of  CCC  funds  in  the 
manner  that  such  funds  are  now  being 
used. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  That  is 
the  only  disagreement.  But,  there  is  no 
disagreement  on  the  financing, 

Mr.  COOLEY.  It  should  only  be  ex¬ 
tended  for  1  year  and  let  the  appropriate 
committees  of  the  Congress  receive  and 
consider  the  recommendations  of  the 
Department  and  the  justification  for  all 
items. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  A  ques¬ 
tion,  if  the  gentleman  will  permit,  with 
regard  to  this  enlargement  of  the  school- 
milk  program  to  the  child-care  centers — 
the  gentleman  could  have  satisfied  that 
situation,  if  he  was  sq  determined  that 
that  was  such  an  inadvisable  action  by 
simply  accepting  the  amendments  of  the 
other  body  with  regard  to  the  extension 
of  the  school-milk  program  and  the 
brucellosis  program,  and  leaving  the 
other  item  out. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Of  course. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Why  was 
that  not  done  by  the  conferees? 


Mr.  COOLEY.  It  was  not  done  for  a 
very  obvious  reason. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  My  un¬ 
derstanding  is  that  the  motion  was  pre¬ 
sented  in  the  conference  to  strike  out 
that  particular  section,  and  it  was  not 
agreed  to  by  the  House  conferees. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  do  not  think  that 
motion  was  made.  The  other  body  made 
the  motion  to  recede  from  their  amend¬ 
ments.  This  money  is  needed  and  need¬ 
ed  now.  The  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  other  body  will  involve 
controversial  provisions  which  have  not 
been  deleted.  I  may  say  to  my  friend 
that  even  if  the  motion  was  made  to  de¬ 
lete  it,  it  has  not  been  deleted  and  it 
cannot  be  administered.  Again,  it  is  em¬ 
barrassing  his  own  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  who  in  his  letter  to  me  said  that  it 
cannot  be  administered. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  know 
the  gentleman  is  concerned  about  not 
embarrassing  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  do  not  want  to  em¬ 
barrass  him  unnecessarily. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  But  I  still 
raise  the  question  why,  if  the  gentleman 
thought  this  was  so  important,  did  he  not 
agree  in  the  conference — I  would  like 
to  have  that  brought  out — and  then 
agree  to  the  other  parts  that  were  not 
agreed  to  in  the  conference. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Frankly,  I  must  say  to 
my  friend  that,  honestly,  I  do  not  recall 
that  that  motion  was  made  to  strike  out 
that  one  section.  But,  it  might  have 
been. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am 
sure  that  people  will  recollect  I  made 
a  motion  in  the  conference  committee 
to  agree  to  the  Senate  amendment,  but 
to  strike  out  amendment  No.  2  on  page  2. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  will 
agree  that  the  motion  did  not  prevail? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  But  I 
made  the  motion.  The  motion  was  not 
put  by  the  chairman. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  was  not  chairman  of 
the  conference. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  only  motion  that 
was  made  and  put  by  the  chairman — 
and  a  motion  is  not  before  the  commit¬ 
tee  unless  it  is  put  by  the  chairman— 
was  that  the  Senate  recede.  That  mo¬ 
tion  was  voted  on  and  was  carried  in 
the  Senate  by  both  the  Senate  and  House 
conferees.  There  was  but  one  motion 
that  was  ever  submitted  and  that  was 
a  motion  to  Recede  from  the  Senate 
amendments. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Recede  from  all 
amendments. 

Mr.  POAGE.  All  amendments,  and 
that  was  carried. 

Mi*.  COOLEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  again? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  would 
like  to  get  the  record  straight.  I  made 
a  motion  to  the  House  conferees  that  we 
agree  to  the  Senate  amendments  on  this 
bill  with  one  exception,  and  that  motion 
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was  not  put  by  the  chairman  of  the 
House  delegation. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Perhaps  the  gentleman 
is  correct. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr,  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Is  my  recollection 
correct  that  this  measure  was  originally 
passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
by  a  unanimous  vote? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  My  recollection  is  that 
it  was  passed  by  the  committee  unani¬ 
mously  and  passed  by  the  House  unani¬ 
mously. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  And  that  indicates 
that  everybody  is  in  favor  of  the  school 
milk  program  and  the  brucellosis  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Certainly. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  has 
made  a  statement  of  the  kind  of  pro¬ 
gram  he  favored.  Has  the  gentleman 
and  his  committee  taken  any  action 
looking  to  the  enactment  of  legislation 
that  would  provide  for  an  extension  that 
was  in  the  Senate  amendment? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  A  colleague  of  mine 
told  me  a  moment  ago  that  he  had  in¬ 
troduced  a  bill  to  take  care  of  any  even¬ 
tuality  which  might  arise.  But  there  is 
a  possibility  that  in  the  big  farm  bill 
that  can  be  worked  out;  a  plan  can  be 
worked  out  dealing  with  these  summer 
camps  and  these  other  agencies. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  That  is  what  I  was 
coming  to.  The  provisions  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments  are  contained  in  the 
big  farm  bill  that  is  coming  over  here 
for  action  on  this  side? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  understand  so. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Is  the  gentleman  go¬ 
ing  to  proceed  with  his  committee  to 
enact  separate  legislation  to  which  you 
have  referred  in  your  statement  for  this 
continuation,  or  are  you  going  to  under¬ 
take  to  rely  upon  working  it  out  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  big  farm  bill?  Of 
course  the  gentleman  has  just  said  that 
the  latter  is  to  be  his  course. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Yes.  I  say  again,  we 
are  going  to  move  just  as  rapidly  as  we 
can  in  an  effort  to  compose  our  differ¬ 
ences  and  clear  up  any  complications 
involved. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  con¬ 
sumed  20  minutes. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  August  H.  Andresen], 

(Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN  asked 
and  was  granted  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  question  of  continuing  a 
program  for  2  years  that  provides  good, 
healthy  milk  for  the  schoolchildren  of 
the  United  States  is  one  that  should  not 
be  mixed  up  in  politics.  These  are  Amer¬ 
ican  children.  We  tried,  in  our  commit¬ 
tee  in  1954,  to  give  Americans  the  benefits 
of  this  surplus  milk  program. 

There  are  more  than  33  million  school- 
children  in  the  United  States.  About 
half  of  them  in  62,000  schools  are  getting 
this  surplus  milk  which  is  being  paid 
for  in  large  part  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment.  That  program  is  to  be  continued 
for  another  2  years  if  there  is  any  way 
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that  we  can  enact  our  desire  here,  and 
the  House  has  already  spoken  on  this 
once  in  1954  and  again  last  year. 

I  feel  that  the  move  that  we  take  here 
now  to  reject  the  conference  report  and 
agree  to  the  Senate  amendments  is  the 
better  course  to  take  rather  than  to  get 
this  question  of  milk  and  dairy  products 
mixed  up  in  the  general  farm  bill  over 
which  there  is  to  be  a  long  conference. 
Let  us  pass  this  bill  now  and  avoid  pro¬ 
tracted  discussion  in  connection  with  this 
important  food  product. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield 
briefly  for  a  question. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  If  the  big  farm  bill 
should  be  long  delayed  in  the  House  or 
if  for  some  reason  it  should  suffer  a  veto, 
then  there  would  be  no  extension  of  this 
particular  program;  therefore  the  ne¬ 
cessity  for  this  bill. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  That 
program  would  be  out  unless  we  enact 
it  here;  and  I  am  not  a  good  enough 
prophet  or  crystal  gazer  to  tell  you  what 
actually  will  happen  to  the  big  farm  bill. 
We  may  end  up  without  any. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  At  any  rate  it  may 
be  quite  a  while  before  we  get  it. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  It  will 
undoubtedly  be  several  weeks,  because 
our  conference  committee  has  not  met 
and  probably  will  not  meet  until  after 
we  can  analyze  the  bill  in  our  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Agriculture.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  outcome  will  be. 

I  want  to  take  this  bill  out  of  that 
discussion,  because  it  deals  with  a  very 
important  subject,  the  stabilization  of 
our  great  dairy  industry. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield 
briefly  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  KEATING.  What  I  want  to  ask 
the  gentleman — and  I  am  not  too  fa¬ 
miliar  with  this  situation — the  effect  of 
tying  this  problem  into  the  general  farm 
bill - 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  That 
is  what  I  just  said,  that  it  was  not  de¬ 
sirable  to  tie  it  into  the  general  farm 
bill. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Because  that  might 
mean  that  it  would  not  then  be  feasible 
to  extend  this  school-milk  program. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
gentleman  has  stated  it  correctly. 

There  are  19  States  in  this  country 
which  are  already  short  of  money  to 
carry  on  the  program  up  to  the  30th  of 
June.  Those  States,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  membership,  are:  California,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  District  of  Columbia, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Washington,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

That  is  why  this  emergency  money  was 
provided  in  H.  R.  8320  that  we  reported 
and  which  we  passed  here  on  February  1. 
That  was  to  take  care  of  those  particular 
States  which  were  running  short  of 
money  and  could  not  carry  through  until 
June  30.  We  allocated  $10  million  to 
carry  on  that  program.  They  may  not 
use  it  all,  but  if  they  do  not  use  it  all 


then  it  stays  in  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORANO.  If  we  follow  the 
course  suggested  by  the  committee  and 
compose  our  differences  in  conference 
on  the  big  farm  bill  and  the  big  farm  bill 
should  be  vetoed,  then  we  lose  the  pro¬ 
gram,  do  we  not? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Then 
we  lose  the  program.  The  gentleman 
has  stated  the  facts. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  To  reemphasize  the 
point  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Con¬ 
necticut,  if  this  conference  report  is 
adopted  the  school-milk  program  will  be 
tied  in  to  the  controversial  agriculture 
bill. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  If  the  President  ve¬ 
toes  the  controversial  agriculture  bill  it 
means  that  the  school  program  will  go 
out  too. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  And  would  be  en¬ 
ded  unless  we  passed  another  school- 
milk  bill. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Cer¬ 
tainly.  And  I  do  not  know  of  anyone 
in  this  Chamber  or  the  membership  of 
both  {louses  who  disagrees  with  the  idea 
that  this  program  of  disposing  of  our 
surplus  milk  and  dairy  products  not 
only  to  the  33  million  boys  and  girls  in 
our  public  schools,  but  also  to  the  men 
in  the  Army,  in  the  Navy,  and  the 
Marine  Corps - 

Mr.  SHORT.  And  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  And 
the  Veterans’  Administration,  to  dis¬ 
abled  veterans,  to  people  on  relief.  I 
might  point  out  that  there  are  2,700,000 
needy  people  in  this  country  who  are 
unemployed  and  now  receive  these  sur¬ 
plus  dairy  products  together  with  other 
food  products. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mi-.  COOLEY.  May  I  say  that  I  have 
been  advised  there  are  bills  now  pending 
before  our  committee  dealing  with  these 
two  programs.  In  the  event  the  pro¬ 
grams  are  in  a  bill  that  happens  to  be 
vetoed  by  the  President,  I  can  assure 
the  House  I  will  immediately  call  a  meet¬ 
ing  of  our  committee  and  report  one  of 
those  bills  out.  It  will  not  meet  with 
any  opposition,  I  know. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  that  assurance,  but  I 
hope  we  can  solve  the  issue  here  today 
so  that  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  will  not  have  to  devote 
his  valuable  time  in  our  comjnittee  to 
reporting  out  other  legislation  when  we 
can  clean  up  the  entire  matter  here  to¬ 
day  by  voting  down  this  conference  re¬ 
port  and  agreeing  to  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  thereby  sending  the  bill  to  the 
White  House  this  afternoon. 


Mr.  DONOVAN.  In  other  words,  the 
sum  and  substance  of  the  whole  business 
is  we  are  playing  a  little  cute  politics 
at  the  expense  of  the  schoolchildren  who 
need  milk. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  would 
not  go  that  far  because  I  do  not  believe 
any  Member  of  this  House,  on  either 
side  of  the  aisle,  would  resort  to  political 
manipulation  when  it  comes  to  dealing 
with  schoolchildren,  especially  when  it 
comes  to  the  American  schoolchildren, 
or  the  American  boys  in  our  Armed 
Forces  who  are  scattered  all  over  the 
world  or  with  reference  to  people  in  need 
in  this  country.  It  may  be  strategy 
rather  than  political  manipulation. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  I  accept  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  viewpoint  in  changing  the  word. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  very  much. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  give  my  col¬ 
leagues  the  benefit  of  any  ideas  that  I 
may  have.  Their  views  are  la,udable, 
they  want  to  take  care  of  the  American 
boys  and  girls  in  the  schools  of  our  own 
country,  I  know. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  If  I  understood  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  correctly,  he  said  that  if  the  big 
farm  bill  bogs  down  and  the  extension 
for  2  years  is  not  passed  in  connection 
with  that  measure,  he  would  immediately 
get  busy  to  enact  the  same  legislation  in 
a  separate  bill.  If  this  extension  is  good, 
if  the  2-year  extension  is  good,  then  why 
not  vote  it  today  and  have  it  over  with 
today,  then  we  will  know  the  program 
is  in  effect? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Does 
the  gentleman  want  to  concur  in  what 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  said? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  No.  The  gentleman 
from  Indiana  is  very  smart  and  wise.  I 
do  not  say  that  we  would  enact  exactly 
the  same  legislation,  but  we  would  con¬ 
sider  the  bills  in  our  committee  dealing 
with  these  two  programs.  I  feel  certain 
that  the  brucellosis  program  and  the 
fluid-milk  program  will  be  reported  im¬ 
mediately  and  without  opposition. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Just  as 
quickly  as  the  wheat  bill. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  May  I  ask  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
where  he  is  going  to  find  time  to  do  all 
this.  I  had  the  opportunity  of  read¬ 
ing  the  papers  recently  and  I  note  that 
the  gentleman  is  on  record  as  to  what 
he  is  going  to  do  in  the  matter  of  a 
conference  on  the  big  bill.  If  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  going  to  be  so  busy  on  the 
big  bill,  he  is  not  going  to  have  much 
time  to  attend  to  matters  like  this 
which  can  be  taken  care  of  very  ade¬ 
quately  this  afternoon.  The  gentleman 
has  a  terrific  job  ironing  out  the  diffi¬ 
culties  -in  the  other  bill.  As  I  under¬ 
stand  from  the  report  in  the  press  this 
morning,  the  gentleman  has  laid  out  a 
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plan  and  I  am  hopeful  that  pattern  can 
be  followed,  beginning  tomorrow,  so  that 
we  may  have  the  big  bill  back  out  of 
conference  next  week  and  have  some¬ 
thing  done  about  it. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Will 
the  gentleman  yield  me  10  additional 
minutes? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Not  yet. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Then 
please  answer  the  gentleman  in  your 
own  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Agriculture  deemed  it  advisable  to 
amend  H.  R.  8320  by  including  the  ex¬ 
isting  provisions  of  law  dealing  with  the 
surplus  of  milk  to  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram,  to  the  armed  services,  to  the 
needy  people  in  this  country,  to  vet¬ 
erans’  hospitals.  They  put  them  in  and 
they  did  it  unanimously  in  the  Senate. 
They  sent  the  bill  over  here  and  then 
probably  on  account  of  what  we  might 
call  military  strategy  or  some  other 
kind  of  strategy,  the  Senate  bill  was  dis¬ 
agreed  to.  The  chairman  deemed  it  ad¬ 
visable  to  send  the  bill  to  conference.  I 
tried  to  urge  on  him  to  agree  to  the 
Senate  amendments.  Well,  it  was  over 
20  days  ago  that  the  bill  came  over  here. 
He  did  not  listen  to  me,  and  I  did  not 
expect  him  to,  because  he  has  his  own 
plan  of  operation.  But,  we  could  have 
avoided  all  of  this  today  if  we  had 
agreed  to  the  Senate  amendments,  as  I 
proposed  to  do,  and  now  we  can  do  the 
same  thing  today  by  voting  down  the 
conference  report  and  take  the  motion 
I  will  make  later  urging  that  we  agree 
to  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Senate  did  adopt  another  amend¬ 
ment  which  has  not  received  very  care¬ 
ful  study  over  here,  and  that  was  an 
amendment  providing  for  the  use  of  fluid 
milk  by  children  in  nonprofit  nursery 
schools,  child-care  centers,  settlement 
houses,  summer  camps  and  similar  non¬ 
profit  institutions. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
stated  that  it  would  be  difficult 'to  ad¬ 
minister  the  Senate  amendment  from 
Washington.  In  a  letter  which  I  will 
put  into  the  Record  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  said  that  if  it  is  administered 
through  the  States,  it  can  be  made 
workable.  In  order  to  place  some  legis¬ 
lative  intent  in  the  debate  that  we  are 
conducting  here  on  this  particular 
amendment,  it  is  my  purpose  to  point 
out  that  the  programs  called  for  in  this 
amendment  for  child  centers  and  the 
nonprofit  groups  listed  in  amendment 
No.  2  on  page  2  of  H.  R.  8320  shall  be 
administered  through  the  respective 
States.  The  Secretary  says  in  his  letter 
that  this  can  be  worked  out,  and  I  am 
sure  that  there  will  not  be  any  dif¬ 
ficulty  over  that  question. 

The  following  letter  from  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  dated  March  19,  1956 
to  the  Honorable  Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr., 
clearly  points  out  my  intend  and  that 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  that 
the  Senate  amendment  above  referred 
to  will  be  administered  by  State  agencies 
in  cooperation  with  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  : 


Department  op  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.  C.  March  19, 1956. 
Hon.  Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Congressman  Martin:  This  Is  In 
reference  to  our  letter  of  February  15,  1956, 
to  the  chairman  of  the  House  Agriculture 
Committee  concerning  provisions  of  H.  R. 
8320  relating  to  the  special  school-milk 
program. 

We  again  want  to  state  our  full  support 
of  legislation  to  extend  the  school-milk 
program  through  June  30,  1958,  with  an 
authorized  maximum  annual  expenditure  of 
$75  million  during  the  fiscal  years  1957  and 
1958.  The  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  fur¬ 
ther  clarify  our  letter  of  February  15  con¬ 
cerning  the  provision  in  the  Senate  version 
of  the  bill  which  would  extend  the  program 
to  child  care  centers,  summer  camps,  and 
other  nonprofit  institutions  “devoted  to  the 
care  and  training  of  underprivileged  chil¬ 
dren  on  a  public  welfare  or  charitable  basis.” 

As  indicated  in  our  February  15  letter,  we 
recognize  that  there  is  room  for  increased 
milk  consumption  among  underprivileged 
children.  We  feel  that  State  agency  par¬ 
ticipation  in  a  program  of  this  type  is  im¬ 
portant  to  achieve  full  effectiveness  and  to 
hold  down  administrative  costs.  Therefore, 
if  legislation  providing  for  the  continuation 
of  the  special  milk  program  does  Include  its 
extension  to  institutions  serving  under¬ 
privileged  children,  we  sincerely  hope  that 
the  legislative  record  will  indicate  that  it 
is  the  desire  and  Intention  of  the  Congress 
that  such  an  extension  of  the  program 
should,  so  far  as  possible,  be  administered 
through  State  agencies  similar  to  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  the  school-lunch,  surplus  food 
donation  and  special  school-milk  programs 
are  most  generally  handled.  However,  we 
wish  to  emphasize  that  the  extension  of  this 
program  is  of  uppermost  importance  and 
that  the  Department  will  devise  means  of 
administering  the  program  as  provided  in 
H.  R.  8320. 

Sincerely  yours, 

E.  T.  Benson, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  think 
this  is  a  very  important  point  that  the 
gentleman  mentioned,  particularly  in 
view  of  the  statement  made  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina.  Do  I  un¬ 
derstand  the  gentleman  is  saying  that 
the  Secretary  himself  has  said  that  he 
can — although  there  are  some  adminis¬ 
trative  problems  in  this  broadening  of 
the  program  to  these  child  centers  and 
so  forth — live  with  that  problem  and 
that  it  can  be  resolved  and  that  he  is 
not  posing  any  objection  to  the  adoption 
of  that  proposition  at  this  time? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  That 
is  correct,  and  so  stated  in  his  letter 
which  I  have  included  as  part  of  my 
statement. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Do  I 
understand  further  that  he  says  it  is  of 
more  importance  also  that  the  matter 
of  these  two  programs  be  extended  than 
is  the  administrative  difficulty  that 
might  be  encountered  in  this  one  little 
aspect? 

Mr.  AUGUST -H.  ANDRESEN.  That 
is  correct. 

Let  me  reiterate  or  restate  what  I 
stated  here  a  few  minutes  ago.  There 
are  more  than  2.7  million  people,  some 
on  relief,  some  of  whom  are  unemployed 
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at  the  present  time,  who  are  getting  the 
benefit  of  this  food  surplus  disposal  pro¬ 
gram.  The  State  receiving  the  most  is 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  because  of 
the  difficulties  up  there  in  the  coal  areas. 
They  are  getting  the  surplus  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts  from  the  Government  through  dis¬ 
tribution  by  a  State  agency  just  like 
they  have  in  every  other  State. 

Let  me  point  out  further  that  every 
State  in  the  Union  is  under  the  school- 
milk  surplus  disposal  program.  All  of 
them  have  the  benefit  of  this  program. 
They  are  all  eligible  to  receive  surplus 
milk.  Last  year  more  than  500  million 
half  pints  of  milk  were  distributed  to 
the  schoolchildren  of  this  country.  It 
is  a  good  program.  It  is  one  that  should 
not  be  interrupted  as  long  as  we  have 
these  surplus  commodities  on  our  hands 
in  this  country. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  again  urge  that 
the  conference  report  be  rejected,  and 
then  vote  favorably  for  my  motion  to 
agree  to  the  Senate  amendments  to' 
H.  R.  8320. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Bennett  of  Florida).  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  yield  me  5  additional  minutes? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  2  additional  minutes.  I 
have  to  yield  to  other  members  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I 
wanted  the  time  so  that  I  may  yield  some 
time  to  another  Member. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot 
yield  to  the  gentleman  for  him  to  yield 
to  somebody  else. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I 
thank  the  gentleman  and  I  reserve  the 

2  minutes  the  gentleman  has  yielded  me. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 

3  minutes  to  my  distinguished  friend  on 
the  committee,  the  gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Laird]. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  ques¬ 
tion  which  we  face  today  is  indeed  a  very 
simple  one.  The  question  is  whether  or 
not  the  school-milk  and  brucellosis  pro¬ 
grams  should  be  extended  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  2  years  by  our  action  today.  A 
vote  this  morning  for  the  conference  re¬ 
port  is  a  vote  not  to  extend  these  pro¬ 
grams  for  an  additional  2  years.  A  vote 
to  reject  the  conference  report  is  a  vote 
to  extend  the  school-milk  and  brucel¬ 
losis  programs  for  2  years.  Rejection 
of  the  conference  report  by  the  House 
will  pave  the  way  for  preferential  motion 
immediately  following  the  vote  on  the 
conference  report  to  concur  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments  and  thus  send  H.  R. 
8320  to  the  President  with  the  extensions 
of  these  two  important  programs  for  an 
additional  2  years. 

A  vote  for  the  adoption  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  by  the  House  will  send  H.  R. 
8320  to  the  President  without  these  two 
important  extensions. 

Neither  rejection  or  adoption  of  the 
conference  report  will  affect  the  emer¬ 
gency  funds  needed  by  the  school-milk 
and  brucellosis  programs  to  carry  them 
through  thq  remainder  of  this  fiscal 
year. 
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The  parliamentary  procedure  of  re¬ 
jecting  the  conference  report  and  ac¬ 
cepting  the  Senate  amendments  is  the 
only  one  available  to  postively  insure 
that  the  school-milk  and  brucellosis 
programs  are  extended  for  fiscal  years 
1957  and  1958.  It  is  important  that 
these  extensions  become  law  as  soon  as 
possible  in  order  for  each  of  the  48  States 
to  make  its  school-milk  plans  for  the 
new  school  year  and  for  each  State  de¬ 
partment  of  agriculture  to  proceed  with 
plans  for  its  brucellosis  program  for  the 
next  fiscal  year.  I  cannot  emphasize, 
too  strongly  the  importance  of  the  House 
receding  from  its  position  and  accepting 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  House  passed  H.  R.  8320  unani¬ 
mously  February  1,  1956.  This  bill  pro¬ 
vided  for  additional  funds  to  carry 
school-milk  and  brucellosis  programs  to 
June  30. 

The  Senate  passed  H.  R.  8320  unani¬ 
mously  on  February  8,  1956.  As  passed 
by  the  Senate,  the  bill  included  the 
additional  funds  plus  Senate  amend¬ 
ments  to  extend  the  school-milk  and 
brucellosis-eradication  programs  and 
also  the  veterans’  hospitals  and  Armed 
Forces  milk  programs  for  2  more  years — 
to  1953. 

The  conference  committee  at  the  in¬ 
sistence  of  the  Democrat  House  man¬ 
agers  has  reported  the  bill  back  to  the 
House  with  the  Senate  amendments 
stricken  from  the  bill. 

This  course  was  insisted  upon  by  Dem¬ 
ocrat  House  Members  of  the  conference 
committee  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the 
House  last  year  in  H.  R.  12— the  general 
farm  bill  that  is  still  pending  in  the 
Congress — approved  a  1-year  extension 
of  the  school-milk  program  and  a  2-year 
extension  of  the  brucellosis  eradication 
program. 

I  introduced  legislation  early  in  the 
2d  session  of  the  84th  Congress  providing 
emergency  funds  for  this  fiscal  year  and 
introduced  legislation  early  in  the  1st 
session  of  the  84th  Congress  providing 
for  the  continuation  of  the  school-milk 
and  brucellosis  programs  for  fiscal  years 
1957  and  1958.  This  bill  with  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments  incorporates  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  legislation  as  it  was  orig¬ 
inally  introduced  by  me. 

The  school-milk  program  was  de¬ 
veloped  by  our  committee  as  an  addi¬ 
tional  and  beneficial  means  of  provid¬ 
ing  price  supports  on  dairy  products. 
I  felt  that  no  finer  use  could  be  made 
of  our  abundant  milk  supply  than  its 
increased  consumption,  as  fluid  milk,  by 
our  schoolchildren.  I  also  felt  that  rath¬ 
er  than  depend  solely  upon  the  purchase 
and  storage  approach,  the  increased  ef¬ 
forts  should  be  made  to  move  more  milk 
directly  into  consumption. 

The  actual  results  under  the  program 
are  more  than  living  up  to  our  expecta¬ 
tions.  By  mid-December  of  1955,  more 
than  62,000  schools  throughout  the 
country  were  in  the  program.  This  was 
more  schools  than  are  now  in  the  school- 
lunch  program,  which  has  been  operat¬ 
ing  since  1946.  Total  fluid  milk  usage 
under  the  program  this  year  is  expected 
to  be  about  800  million  pounds. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  has  re- 
poi  ted  that,  in  a  study  covering  more 
than  1,400  individual  schools  in  15 


States,  sales  of  milk  under  the  program 
in  October  1955  were  80  percent  above' 
sales  in  October  1953.  This  increase  wras 
over  and  above  any  increase  in  milk  sold 
as  a  part  of  a  complete  lunch  in  these 
schools. 

I  feel  certain  that  every  member  of 
the  House  wants  this  program  to  con¬ 
tinue  its  fine  contribution — both  to  the 
expansion  of  dairy  markets  and  to  the 
health  of  our  children. 

.  This  legislation  as  it  passed  the  Senate 
included  a  provision  which  was  not  in 
the  legislation  as  introduced  by  me.  The 
Senate  has  added  an  amendment  to  the 
bill  which  would  extend  the  program  to 
child-care  centers,  summer  camps,  and 
other  nonprofit  institutions  devoted  to 
the  care  and  training  of  underprivileged 
children  on  a  public  welfare  or  charit¬ 
able  basis.  It  is  my  hope  that  this  pro¬ 
vision  can  be  administered  through 
State  agencies  similar  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  school-lunch  and  surplus- 
food  donations,  and  special  school-milk 
programs  are  currently  being  handled. 
Certainly  this  was  the  intent  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  when  the  amendment  was  adopted 
and  would  clearly  be  interpreted  as  the 
intent  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
should  we  succeed  in  concurring  in  the 
Senate  amendments  here  today. 

It  is  my  hope  that  a  majority  of  the 
Members  will  vote  against  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  and  then  vote  for  the  motion 
to  concur  in  the  Senate  amendments.  In 
this  way  not  only  will  the  emergency 
funds  be  provided,  but  final  action  will 
be  taken  to  assure  continuation  of  this 
program  for  the  next  2  years. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view 
of  the  2  statements  that  have  just  been 
made,  I  should  like  to  read  2  or  3  very 
brief  excerpts  from  the  letter  from  the 
Department.  One  is  this: 

These  State  educational  agencies  would  not 
have  the  authority  to  assume  such  program 
responsibilities  for  public  and  private  child¬ 
care  centers,  settlement  houses,  summer 
camps,  and  other  institutions  for  the  care 
and  training  of  children.  Therefore,  to  de¬ 
velop  a  program  that  could  be  put  into  oper¬ 
ation  nationwide  within  a  reasonable  time, 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Department  to 
deal  directly  with  all  such  centers  and 
institutions  in  the  various  States. 

The  school-milk  program  is  still  author¬ 
ized  as  an  additional  measure  of  price  sup¬ 
port  for  dairy  products.  Therefore,  we  do 
not  feel  it  would  be  practical  to  undertake 
to  develop  the  Federal  administrative  organ¬ 
ization  that  would  be  required  to  extend  the 
current  program  to  outlets  other  than  ele¬ 
mentary  and  secondary  schools. 

That  is  the  statement  from  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  in  a  letter  signed 
by  the  Acting  Secretary,  Mr.  E.  L.  Peter¬ 
son,  dated  February  15,  1956. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  That 
is  dated  February  15th? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  This 
letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  after  Mr.  Peterson  and  others  made 
an  investigation  states  that  they  can  ad- 
minister  it  through  State  agencies  and 
that  it  will  not  be  difficult  to  administer 
the  program. 


Mr.  COOLEY.  What  is  the  date  of  the 
letter  the  gentleman  has? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  March 
19th. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  To  whom  is  it  ad¬ 
dressed? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  It  is 
addressed  to  my  very  distinguished  and 
able  leader,  Hon.  Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr., 
who  gave  it  to  me. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  But  it  did  not  come  to 
the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture  or 
to  the  chairman  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am 
sorry  that  they  did  not  send  the  gentle¬ 
man  a  copy  of  it. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  he  say  he  can  now 
administer  it?  He  said  to  me  he  could 
not  do  it. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  He  said 
“State  agencies.” 

Mr.  COOLEY.  What  State  agencies? 
There  are  no  State  agencies;  that  is 
what  he  says  here. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  He  has 
found  that  there  are  State  agencies. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Oh,  I  see,  and  he  has  so 
advised  the  minority  leader,  but  he  has 
not  advised  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck], 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
it  is  quite  obvious  from  the  proceedings 
here  that  there  is  probably  more  back 
of  this  than  meets  the  eye.  If  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  had  felt  such 
great  concern  about  those  provisions, 
which  he  says  are  of  minor  consequence 
and  importance  in  the  overall  picture, 
as  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Byrnes]  pointed  out,  the  House  conferees 
had  it  well  within  their  power  to  make 
whatever  adjustment  was  necessary. 

The  issue  here  is  simple,  and  let  us 
understand  it.  The  issue  here  today  is. 
Are  you  going  to  vote  to  continue  these 
vital  programs  or  are  you  going  to  vote 
against  continuing  them?  You  have  no 
assurance  and  can  have  no  assurance 
that  at  some  future  time  you  will  have 
an  opportunity  to  vote  for  the  2-year 
extension.  There  is  no  question  in  my 
mind  that  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  Members  of  the  House  want  to 
vote  for  the  2-year  extension.  Here  is 
your  chance  to  do  it.  If  you  believe  in 
these  programs,  and  I  say  we  all  be¬ 
lieve  in  them,  because  this  measure 
passed,  I  think,  under  unanimous  con¬ 
sent,  and  went  through  with  an  almost 
unanimous  vote  in  the  other  body,  then 
why  pass  up  the  opportunity  to  vote  for 
the  2-year  extension? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  have  only  3  minutes. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  will  give  the  gentle¬ 
man  an  extra  minute. 

The  gentleman  said  that  the  conferees 
could  have  worked  this  extension  out 
in  conference,  but  I  tell  my  friend  that 
is  not  entirely  accurate  because  we  had 
no  such  opportunity.  Even  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  August  H. 
Andresen]  had  made  the  motion,  and  it 
was  never  submitted  to  the  conference, 
it  could  not  have  been  considered.  The 
chairman  of  the  committee  of  confer¬ 
ence  entertained  the  motion  to  recede 
from  the  Senate  amendments,  and  there 
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the  matter  ended,  so  we  had  no  opportu¬ 
nity. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  am  just  a  little  sorry 
that  the  gentleman  pressed  that  point 
because  the  great  alacrity  with  which 
the  conferees  from  the  other  body  de¬ 
fended  their  position,  again,  I  say,  just 
points  to  the  proposition  that  there  is 
more  here  than  meets  the  eye.  Of 
course,  if  the  conferees  had  gone  in  there, 
each  charged  with  supporting  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  his  own  body,  then  there  cer¬ 
tainly  would  have  been  ample  opportu¬ 
nity  for  the  House  conferees  to  take 
out  these  provisions  to  which  they  now 
object  but  which  I  say  in  the  light  of 
subsequent  evidence  and  determination 
are  not  at  all  bad  in  this  bill  but  on  the 
contrary  are  good. 

Let  us  understand  this  further  thing. 
The  people  of  this  country  like  these 
programs.  If  you  vote  against  them  to¬ 
day  we  are  going  to  do  what  we  can  to 
see  that  the  people  who  are  interested 
know  just  what  has  happened.  Every¬ 
body  considers  it  is  a  good  program.  The 
chairman  considers  it  is  a  good  program. 
Then,  why  fool  around  with  it  any  long¬ 
er?  Why  not  vote  for  it  today? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  has 
expix-ed. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  1  additional 
minute  to  the  gentleman.  May  I  ask  the 
gentleman  a  question.  What  is  hei’e  in¬ 
volved  that  does  not  meet  the  eye? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Does  the  gentleman 
want  me  to  answer  that?  Let  me  say  just 
this — that  the  consideration  of  the  farm 
bill  in  the  other  body  started  out  with 
a  sound  measure  and  has  resulted  in  the 
greater  hodgepodge  of  contradictions  and 
unworkable  provisions  that  I  have  ever 
seen.  The  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  speaks  of  the  un workability  of  cer¬ 
tain  provisions  of  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments.  May  I  say  that  they  are  work¬ 
able  compared  to  some  of  the  things  put 
in.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  says, 
“Let  us  put  this  off  today,  and  later  on  if 
we  have  to,  we  will  do  something  about 
it.”  May  I  say  advisedly  at  this  point, 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  says 
frankly  that  he  is  relying  on  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  big  bill  coming  over  from 
the  other  body  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
tinuation  of  these  programs. 

The  SPEAKER  pi’o  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  has 
again  expired. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  very  much.  May  I  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  he  is  being  generous  today 
as  always. 

Mr.  Speaker,  to  continue — if  you  rely 
on  that,  that  is  a  long  road  because  un¬ 
less  he  and  his  conferees  do  a  real  job 
cleaning  up  that  measure,  as  it  comes 
from  the  other  body,  I  predict  it  will 
never  become  a  law.  In  other  words,  he 
promises  action  at  a  later  time.  I  have 
a  deep  conviction  that  this  great  2d 
session  of  the  84th  Congress  can  wind 
up  it  work  come  June  30,  that  we  can 
adjourn  and  go  home  and  get  ready  to 
go  to  our  conventions.  I  do  not  know 
whom  you  are  going  to  nominate,  but  I 
think  we  know  whom  we  are  going  to 


nominate.  Actually,  what  the  chairman 
is  suggesting  is  to  let  us  put  this  off 
until  some  time  in  June.  If  you  keep 
on  putting  off  enough  things  until  late 
in  June,  you  are  either  going  to  let  a 
lot  of  them  fall  by  the  wayside  or  we  will 
never  adjourn  by  June  30.  Why  not 
meet  this  head  on  and  do  what  we  ought 
to  do?  We  have  never  had  a  chance  to 
vote  here  for  the  2-year  extension.  Now 
you  do  have  a  chance  to  vote  for  the 
2-year  extension.  Let  us  pi-ove  that  we 
are  for  these  programs  and  vote  down 
this  conference  report.  The  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  will  be  recognized  to 
offer  a  motion  to  recede  and  concur  to 
the  Senate  provisions.  Then,  the  bill 
will  go  to  the  White  House  and  the 
brucellosis  program  and  the  school-m^k 
program  will  be  continued  for  2  years  as 
it  ought  to  be  continued.  In  that  way, 
we  can  then  go  on  with  other  business 
that  ought  to  be  taken  up. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wiscon¬ 
sin  [Mr.  Byrnes]. 

Mr.  PROUTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield. 

(Mr.  PROUTY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point.) 

Mr.  PROUTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  shortly 
after  Congress  reconvened  last  January 
the  President,  in  his  message  on  farm 
legislation,  recommended  a  2 -year  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  school  milk  and  brucel¬ 
losis  programs  axxd  an  increase  in  the 
dollar  authorizations. 

Since  that  time  the  House  has  passed 
H.  R.  8320  which  increased  the  authori¬ 
zations  for  the  programs  but  only  for 
the  current  fiscal  year  and  without  any 
provisions  for  extension  beyond  June 
30. 

However,  the  Senate  on  2  l'ecent 
occasions  voted  unanimously  for  a  2- 
year  extension  of  the  programs,  to¬ 
gether  with  increased  funds.  In  taking 
this  action  the  other  body  demonstrated 
a  sound,  forward-looking  appi-oach  and 
one  which  the  House  might  well  emulate 
today. 

For  unless  one  believes  that  both  pro¬ 
grams  should  be  discontinued  at  the 
close  of  the  present  fiscal  year,  and  I 
know  of  no  one  who  does,  how  can  he 
logically  vote  against  the  motion  of  Mr. 
August  H.  Andresen,  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota.  How  can  anyone  with 
a  serious  concern  for  the  welfare  of  our 
daii-y  farmei'S  and  that  of  American 
youth  generally  choose  a  program  of 
brief  duration  in  preference  to  one 
which  offers  a  constructive  and  long- 
range  approach?  How  can  anyone  deny 
the  time-tested  validity  of  the  old  adage 
that  a  bird  in  the  hand  is  worth  two  in 
the  bush?  How  can  anyone  be  certain 
that  a  vote  against  the  Andresen  motion 
will  not  result  in  a  termination  of  the 
school-milk  and  brucellosis-control 
programs  at  the  end  of  the  current  fis¬ 
cal  year? 

One  thing  does  seem  certain  to  me, 
however.  If  the  motion  to  reject  the 
conference  report  is  lost  we  shall  soon 
find  that  the  school-milk  and  brucellosis- 
eradication  programs  have  become  po¬ 
litical  footballs — to  be  kicked  around  at 
will;  that  we  are  playing  politics  with 
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the  physical  well-being  of  millions  of 
American  schoolchildi'en,  and  may  have 
jeopai-dized,  if  not  completely  wrecked, 
the  efforts  of  thousands  of  dairy  farm¬ 
ers  as  well  as  those  of  State  and  Federal 
agencies  in  the  fight  against  the  scoui-ge 
of  brucellosis. 

For  if  the  provisions  of  H.  R.  8320 
which,  insofar  as  I  know,  are  acceptable 
to  evex-yone  are  included  in  the  contro¬ 
versial  omnibus  farm  bill,  one  need  not 
be  a  prophet  to  anticipate  the  great  px-es- 
sures  which  will  be  exei'cised  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  some  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  farm  bill.  In  order  to 
retain  the  school-milk  program  those 
who  represent  urban  districts  may  find 
it  necessary  to  support  some  features  of 
the  general  farm  bill  which  are  highly 
objectionable  to  their  constituents  and 
this  may  be  true,  to  a  lesser  degree,  in  the 
case  of  those  who  have  important  agri¬ 
cultural  interests  in  their  States. 

If  we  are  going  to  consider  legislative 
proposals  of  such  vital  and  far-reaching 
importance  as  H.  R.  8320  on  a  strictly 
political  basis,  I  am  sure  the  American 
people  will  have  just  cause  for  resent¬ 
ment  and  will  not  hesitate  to  express 
their  feelings  in  plain  and  emphatic 
language. 

Most  of  us  have  l-eceived  mail  express¬ 
ing  sei-ious  concern  at  the  failure  of  Con¬ 
gress  to  take  steps  which  would  assure 
a  continuation  of  the  school-milk  pro¬ 
gram.  We  have  also  heal’d  from  those 
with  responsibility  for  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  brucellosis  eradication  pro¬ 
gram,  pointing  out  the  urgent  need  of 
additional  funds  if  the  program  is  to  be 
continued. 

Only  this  moi-ning  I  received  a  tele¬ 
gram  from  the  Vermont  State  veteri¬ 
narian  informing  me  that  Federal  funds 
for  indemnity  and  veterinai-y  hire  will 
be  exhausted  by  April  1,  and  that  the 
blood-testing  program  will  be  halted  not¬ 
withstanding  the  fact  that  3,0 00  positive 
milk  test  herds  need  blood  tests. 

No  one  can  deny  that  we  are  faced 
with  an  emergency  situation  but  it  is 
an  emergency  which  will  continue  far 
beyond  the  close  of  the  present  fiscal 
year.  If  the  motion  to  reject  the  con¬ 
ference  report  and  a  subsequent  one  to 
accede  to  the  Senate  recommendation 
of  amendments  carry,  the  bill  will  go 
to  the  White  House  and  become  law  al¬ 
most  immediately. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  to  me  that  a 
simple,  down-to-eai’th,  straightforwai’d, 
and  openhanded  approach  to  the  prob¬ 
lems  which  confi-ont  us  as  a  nation  is 
much  more  desirable  and  effective  than 
political  astuteness  and  subtei’fuge,  how¬ 
ever  brilliantly  executed. 

We  now  have  an  opportunity  to  vote 
for  the  school-milk  and  brucellosis-erad¬ 
ication  programs  on  the  basis  of  proven 
merit  alone.  It  is  my  hope  that  we  shall 
take  advantage  of  this  opportunity. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  unfortunately  there  are  certain 
things  which  I  think  are  important  to 
all  Members  of  the  House,  which  for 
some  reason  or  other  we  cannot  get  a 
very  good  answer  to — and  that  is  why 
the  House  conferees,  particularly  the 
Democrat  House  conferees,  refused  to 
accept  the  Senate  amendments  extend- 
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ing  the  school  milk  and  the  brucellosis 
program.  They  tell  us  the  reason  they 
did  not  was  because  the  Senators  came 
in  and  made  a  motion  first.  If  you  can 
conceive  of  anybody  just  automatically 
receding  without  having  a  good  reason 
for  doing  so,  there  is  something  wrong 
someplace.  I  will  tell  you  why  they  re¬ 
ceded,  if  there  is  any  question  about  it. 
All  you  have  to  doTs  to  read  the  debate 
in  the  other  body  of  March  14,  when  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  of  the  other  body  addressed  that 
body  and  said: 

Unless  the  Senate  agrees  to  let  the  long- 
range  program  (namely  the  extension)  be 
settled  in  the  future,  as  a  part  of  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  general  farm  bill,  we  shall 
not  in  my  humble  Judgment  be  able  to  get 
the  House  to  provide  funds  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  this  fiscal  year. 

In  other  words,  it  was  clear  that  there 
was  a  club  over  the  heads  of  somebody 
some  place.  They  said  the  only  way 
they  would  get  the  emergency  funds  was 
by  yielding.  The  Senate  itself  had,  be¬ 
fore  this  conference  and  by  a  unanimous 
vote,  voted  to  exceed  these  2  programs 
for  2  additional  years.  In  other  body 
only  accepted  the  conference  report  be¬ 
cause  of  the  absence  of  two  members 
who  had  announced  themselves  as  being 
opposed  to  the  report.  If  they  had  been 
present  and  voted  the  way  they  advised 
they  would  vote,  the  conference  report 
would  have  been  rejected  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  agrees 
with  me  that  the  House  conferees,  find¬ 
ing  themselves  in  the  situation  you  have 
just  described,  had  no  opportunity  to 
accept  the  Senate  amendments? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  admit 
no  such  thing.  I  am  saying  the  impres¬ 
sion  was  given  to  the  Senators,  “Either 
you  make  this  motion  to  recede  or  there 
will  be  no  funds  available  for  the  period 
from  now  until  June  30.”  That  is  the 
club  that  was  over  the  heads  of  the 
Senate. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin 
has  expired. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  1  minute. 

Mr.  Speaker,  of  course,  I  was  on  the 
conference.  Certainly  no  one  went  to 
that  conference  with  a  blackjack  nor 
with  a  horse  pistol.  We  went  there  to 
meet  our  colleagues  in  the  other  body 
in  an  effort  to  compose  our  differences. 
At  that  time  I  had  in  my  possession  this 
letter  from  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  saying  in  effect  that  at  least  one  of 
the  Senate  amendments  could  not  be 
administered.  But,  before  we  even  had 
an  opportunity  to  have  one  motion  come 
from  the  House  conferees,  someone  made 
a  motion  on  the  Senate  side  to  recede 
from  all  the  Senate  amendments.  That 
motion  was  carried  and  the  conference 
was  over  and  the  conference  report  you 
have  before  you  was  signed  and  is  now 
presented  to  you.  It  has  already  been 
adopted  in  the  Senate.  The  Senate  has 
concluded  its  labors  on  this  bill.  All  we 
need  to  do  is  accept  this  conference  re¬ 
port  and  send  it  to  the  White  House. 


I  yield  the  remainder  of  my  time  to 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
AbernethyI. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
I  introduced  this  bill  I  never  dreamed  it 
would  create  so  much  controversy. 

Thirteen  years  ago  when  I  first  came 
to  this  body  I  often  found  myself,  much 
too  frequently  I  must  now  confess,  vot¬ 
ing  with  my  friends  on  the  other  side 
of  the  aisle.  I  disagreed  with  quite  a  bit 
of  the  New  Deal  and  some  of  the  political 
maneuvering  used  to  put  it  over.  Later 
on,  I  found  that  the  Republicans  them¬ 
selves  were  quite  adept  at  playing  poli¬ 
tics;  and  further  that  they  were  very 
largely  New  Dealers,  too.  Early  last 
year  one  of  my  good  friends  on  the  Re¬ 
publican  side,  in  a  personal  conversa¬ 
tion,  was  very  critical  of  a  speech  I  had 
made  the  year  before.  He  said  it  was 
an  intemperate  speech.  It  was,  and  I 
sort  of  apologized  for  it.  It  was  prompt¬ 
ed  by  the  fact  that  the  Republicans  had 
run  out  on  some  of  their  campaign  prom¬ 
ises  to  my  farmers  and  on  TV  A.  I  also 
told  him  that  I  had  made  some  mistakes 
in  the  past  in  voting  with  him  occa¬ 
sionally  and  now  that  I  had  learned  just 
how  much  politics  they  could  play,  espe¬ 
cially  by  promising  one  thing  and  doing 
another,  that  he  would  find  me  leaning 
over  backward  whenever  and  wherever 
I  could  from  thenceforth  on  to  vote  with 
my  own  side  of  the  aisle  on  each  and 
every  issue.  I  have  since  pursued  that 
course  quite  regularly  and  will  continue 
to  do  so.  Of  course,  I  know  there  will 
be  some  exceptions.  And  there  ought 
to  be  unless  one  is  going  to  be  a  rubber 
stamp,  which  I  am  not. 

I  introduced  this  bill  at  the  request  of 
several  midwesterners,  including  those 
who  are  making  most  of  the  noise  today, 
the  two  gentlemen  from  Wisconsin  who 
just  addressed  themselves  to  this  bill. 
They  appealed  to  me  that  they  were  in 
a  serious  emergency,  that  funds  for  the 
program  were  running  out  and  that  they 
needed  some  money  quick.  They  asked 
me  to  call  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  about  it  and  I  did.  The  Department 
said,  “It  is  true.  We  do  have  an  emer¬ 
gency.”  An  emergency  for  what?  An 
emergency  for  1956,  not  1957  and  1958, 
which  they  now  talk  about.  “What  do 
we  need  to  solve  the  emergency?”  I 
asked.  The  answer  was  a  $10  million 
deficiency  authorization.  Was  anything 
said  about  1957  and  1958?  No,  not  a 
word;  not  a  word.  The  entire  appeal 
was  for  the  remainder  of  1956. 

The  facts  are  that  the  politics  which 
we  have  been  charged  with  is  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle;  and  the  facts  are 
that  last  year  when  H.  R.  12  was  brought 
to  the  floor  of  this  House  these  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  made  all  of  this  noise 
found  themselves  voting  against  this 
very  program.  They  are  now  exerting 
every  effort  to  get  off  the  hook.  We 
know  that  and  they  know  it. 

When  the  roll  was  called  on  the 
school-milk  program  last  year  they 
voted  “no;”  and  I  challenge  them  to 
deny  it. 

^  Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Did  you  vote 
against  it? — I  beg  the  gentleman’s  par¬ 


don.  I  do  not  charge  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  with  voting  against 
H.  R.  12;  he  did  vote  for  it.  But  his 
two  complaining  colleagues  from  Wis¬ 
consin  and  Mr.  Halleck  did  not. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Will  the  gentleman 
also  in  fairness  agree  that  there  were 
some  other  far-sighted  men  of  vision  on 
the  other  side  who  voted  for  it? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  will  agree  to 
that.  There  was  some — a  few. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  No,  I  do  not 
yield.  Did  you  vote  aye  or  no? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  did  not 
vote  against  this  bill. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Did  you  vote 
“aye”  or  “no”  on  the  school  milk  bill  last 
year? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  did  not 
vote  against  the  school-milk  program; 
I  voted  against  H.  R.  12. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  You  voted  “no”; 
against  school  milk  too  and  you  are  just 
trying  to  get  off  the  hook;  you  are  just 
trying  to  get  off  the  hook. 

When  they  brought  this  legislation  to 
me  I  tried  my  best  to  accommodate 
them.  My  State  does  not  get  anything 
out  of  it,  not  one  dime,  for  school  milk. 
Our  funds  are  not  exhausted  for  1956. 
We  do  get  funds  for  the  brucellosis  pro¬ 
gram;  so  far  as  school  milk  is  con¬ 
cerned  it  does  not  help  me,  but  I  have 
been  trying  to  help  them.  Now  they 
are  putting  their  heels  on  my  neck.  I 
have  tried  to  be  helpful.  Now  they 
charge  me  and  you  with  trying  to  ruin 
our  dairy  farmers.  My  goodness,  had  I 
known  that  I  was  going  to  get  into  all 
this  fuss  I  doubt  very  seriously  if  I 
would  have  introduced  the  bill.  You 
know  I  just  do  not  like  to  be  pushed 
around  when  I  am  trying  to  help,  and 
especially  by  people  who  never  cooper¬ 
ate  in  helping  other  farmers. 

All  right;  the  hearings  disclosed  also 
that  this  was  an  emergency  measure. 
Then  we  reported  the  bill  from  the  sub¬ 
committee.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Polk]  made  the  motion  that  we  re¬ 
port  the  bill  and  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Laird]  seconded  the  mo¬ 
tion.  For  what?  For  a  piece  of  emer¬ 
gency  legislation  that  was  all.  He 
offered  no  amendment  for  1957  and  1958. 

The  bill  went  to  the  full  committee 
and  it  was  moved  that  we  report  it.  Re¬ 
port  what?  An  emergency  piece  of 
legislation,  and  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Laird]  seconded  my  mo¬ 
tion  to  report  the  bill.  Again  neither  he 
nor  any  one  else  offered  an  amendment 
for  1957  and  1958. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Who  is  the  author  of 
this  bill? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  authored  the 
bill;  and  when  we  were  in  the  committee 
not  a  single  solitary  one  of  them  offered 
an  amendment  to  add  2  more  years  to 
it,  not  one  of  them,  not  one. 

The  bill  itfas  brought  to  the  floor  of 
the  House  and  we  considered  it  by  unani¬ 
mous  consent.  We  rushed  considera¬ 
tion  and  passage.  They  heaped  compli¬ 
ments  upon  my  head  for  having  done 
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so.  I  have  the  record  right  here  be¬ 
fore  me.  I  felt  pretty  good  about  it  all. 
Here  is  the  Congressional  Record  in 
which  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  August  H.  Andresen]  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Laird] 
complimented  me.  While  I  deeply  ap¬ 
preciated  it,  I  never  dreamed  they  were 
going  to  return  here  today  and  take  it 
back;  I  did  not  know  they  were  going 
to  take  it  back. 

They  then  said,  “This  an  emergency," 
Mr.  Speaker.  The  distinguished  acting 
Speaker  also  referred  to  it  as  an  emer¬ 
gency  measure  and  helped  them  along. 
The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Laird]  said — reading  from  the  Record  of 
the  proceedings: 

This  bill  is  of  an  emergency  nature  and 
should  be  passed  as  soon  as  possible. 

Did  he  offer  an  amendment?  Did  he 
offer  an  amendment  for  1957  and  1958? 
Oh,  no. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  No.  My  time  is 
short.  I  just  read  your  exact  words  and 
I  did  not  read  them  wrong.  Did  he  offer 
an  amendment?  Never. 

Did  Mr.  Byrnes  offer  an  amendment? 
No. 

Did  Mr.  Andresen?  No. 

Did  Mr.  Halleck?  No. 

And  let  me  tell  you  something,  when 
you  find  the  able  Mr.  Halleck — and  he 
is  an  able  fellow — when  you  find  him, 
and  the  distinguished  Joe  Martin,  and 
equally  distinguished  Les  Arends  sitting 
on  the  floor  together  armed  with  tele¬ 
grams  from  the  American  Farm  Bureau 
Federation,  you  can  just  put  it  down 
that  Republican  politics  has  been  at 
work;  you  can  just  put  that  down.  They 
engineered  these  Farm  Bureau  telegrams 
in  evidence  around  here.  One  State 
Farm  Bureau  president  has  already  ad¬ 
mitted  he  did  not  know  what  this  was 
about;  said  he  sent  the  telegram  be¬ 
cause  he  was  told  to. 

On  January  12  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Laird!  introduced  H.  R. 
8373,  an  emergency  bill  for  1956  only. 
Did  he  provide  for  2  more  years?  Oh, 
no.  This  was  emergency  legislation. 
Then  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Ford] - 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  No ;  I  do  not  yield  ; 
I  just  don’t  have  enough  time. 

Then  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Ford],  a  very  able  Member;  I  am 
not  criticizing  him;  he  introduced  a  bill 
to  do  just  exactly  the  same  thing.  Did 
he  ask  for  2  more  years?  Oh,  no. 

Then  my  bill  was  passed  and  sent 
over  to  the  Senate  with  a  rush  tag 
attached.  The  Senate  then  put  in  what? 
The  Senate  tacked  on  several  amend¬ 
ments,  one  of  which  excited  the  alarm¬ 
ing  concern  of  the  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  to  the  extent  that  they  vol¬ 
untarily  sent  a  letter  down  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  which  in 
effect  said:  “Go  slow.”  Nobody  asked 
them  for  that  letter,  not  a  soul  asked 
for  it.  They  voluntarily  sent  it  over 
the  signature  of  the  Honorable  E.  L. 
Peterson,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Ag¬ 
riculture.  He  said;  “We  do  not  feel  it 


would  be  practical  to  undertake  to  de¬ 
velop  the  Federal  administrative  organi¬ 
zation  that  would  be  required  to  extend 
the  current  program  to  outlets  other 
than  to  elementary  and  secondary 
schools."  He  was  speaking  of  the  nurs¬ 
ery  homes,  day  care  centers,  summer 
camps,  and  so  forth. 

Oh,  but  when  they  got  the  politics 
going  around,  the  Republicans  rushed 
down  to  the  Secretary  and  said,  “we 
want  your  help.  Will  you  not  please  take 
back  what  you  wrote  Mr.  Cooley.”  He 
then  gave  them,  not  Mr.  Cooley,  an¬ 
other  letter  of  a  different  view  but  he 
never  had  the  courage  to  recall  the  letter 
he  voluntarily  sent  to  the  chairman  of 
this  committee.  He  sent  Mr.  Cooley, 
the  Democrat,  one  kind  of  letter,  a  letter 
branding  the  summer  camp  amendment. 
Then  he  sent  the  Republicans  another 
kind  without  notifying  Mr.  Cooley,  the 
Democrat,  supporting  the  amendment. 
You  know,  this  sort  of  reminds  me  of  the 
Republicans’  campaign  promises  made 
to  farmers  in  1952.  Then  they  were  for 
100  percent  of  parity.  Do  you  remember 
Ike’s  speech?  Now,  after  they  won  the 
race,  they  are  for  flexibles. 

But  the  facts  are  that  Mr.  Peterson,  in 
effect,  warned  us  the  amendment  could 
not  be  administered  and  wanted  it  out. 
The  way  to  get  it  out  is  vote  up  the  con¬ 
ference  report. 

•  The  biggest  organization  among  the 
dairymen  in  the  United  States  is  the 
National  Milk  Producers  Federation. 
You  have  all  heard  of  it.  It  has  more 
members  than  any  other  dairy  organiza¬ 
tion  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  cannot  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point 
of  order. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
not  yield  for  a  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  from  Indiana  is  making  a 
point  of  order  which  is  a  preferential 
matter  and  does  not  take  the  gentleman 
off  the  floor.  The  gentleman  would  not 
have  to  yield  for  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  beg  the  Chair’s 
pardon.  I  am  just  a  new  Member,  learn¬ 
ing  something  every  day,  such  as  a  lesson 
in  the  art  of  politics,  so  well  displayed 
by  my  Republican  colleagues  today. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  from  Indiana  will  state  his 
point  of  order. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  refer¬ 
ence  has  been  made  to  H.  R.  12  and  to 
the  position  of  certain  Members  in  re¬ 
spect  to  that  bill.  Is  that  the  bill  that 
provided  a  return  to  the  high  rigid  sup¬ 
port  of  90  percent  of  parity? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  does  not  state  a  point  of  or¬ 
der.  The  gentleman  from  Indiana,  the 
Chair  believes,  clearly  understands  that 
fact.  The  Chair  does  not  recognize  it  as 
a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Now  do  you  see, 
Mr.  Speaker.  Do  you  not  see  they  are 
again,  trying  to  get  off  the  hook;  this 
time  by  a  phony  point  of  order,  just 
playing  politics,  that  is  all. 

When  we  had  Mr.  Norton,  secretary 
of  the  largest  dairy  organization  in  the 


United  States,  before  our  committee  a 
few  weeks  ago,  this  very  matter  was 
brought  to  his  attention.  I  directed  Mr. 
Norton’s  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Senate  had  tacked  on  amendments,  one 
of  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
said  would  disturb  and  upset  this  pro¬ 
gram.  What  did  Mr.  Norton  say? 

He  said,  “I  might  say,  Congressman,” 
speaking  to  me,  “from  our  own  stand¬ 
point  while  we  certainly  were  not  suc¬ 
cessful,  we  were  not  in  favor  of  tacking 
it  on.”  And  I  said,  “Of  course  you  were 
not.”  Continuing,  he  said,  “The  Senate 
bill  because  we  realize  that  it  was  an 
emergency  measure  and  we  were  back  of 
the  bill”— Whose  bill?— My  bill — “100 
percent.”  Not  99  percent,  100  percent. 
There  you  have  the  position  of  the 
largest  dairy  farmer  organization  in 
America  and  their  position  coincides 
with  mine  here  today. 

Now  all  of  my  Republican  friends  were 
also  back  of  this  bill  “as  is”  but  recently 
they  have  found  a  way  to  get  some  of 
them  off  the  hook  on  which  they  were 
left  after  the  vote  on  H.  R.  12.  That  is 
right.  Yes,  little  politics  has  gotten  into 
this  thing. 

In  introducing  this  bill  and  pressing 
for  its  passage,  I  was  really  trying  to  help 
some  friends.  I  thought  I  was  helping 
them.  I  never  dreamed  I  ^was  doing 
something  that  would  stir  up  all  of  this 
ruckus  and  political  maneuvering  from 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle.  I  will  tell 
you  this,  I  surely  am  going  to  look  at 
these  things  closer  next  time  because  I 
have  found  that  they  can  very  easily  be 
converted  into  a  political  mess. 

When  they  voted  on  this  issue  over  in 
the  Senate  it  turned  into  a  straight 
party-line  vote,  do  not  forget  that,  a 
straight  party-line  vote,  except  for  one 
Senator  on  the  Republican  side  who  for 
very  good  reasons  crossed  over  and  voted 
with  the  Democrats. 

To  listen  to  my  Republican  friends 
you  would  think  that  everyone  in  this 
House  who  votes  for  this  conference  re¬ 
port  is  against  milk  for  little  children. 
Well,  now,  is  that  not  ridiculous?  Is  it 
not  ridiculous  to  say  that  the  Members 
of  this  House  are  going  to  pursue  a 
course  that  would  take  milk  away  from 
the  little  children?  Is  that  not  ridicu¬ 
lous?  It  is  sort  of  dumb,  in  my  opinion, 
to  charge  that  the  Members  who  vote  for 
this  conference  report  are  against  a  very 
popular  program. 

When  a  deficiency  appropriation  bill 
is  brought  to  this  floor,  no  one  attempts 
to  tack  onto  it  for  next  year’s  program 
or  the  next  or  the  next.  The  same  situ¬ 
ation  applies  here.  Let  us  do  what  we 
ought  to  do.  Let  us  vote  this  thing  up 
and  stop  this  argument.  Let  us  send  it 
over  to  the  White  House  and  get  this 
money  out  to  Wisconsin  and  New  York 
and  these  other  places  which  need  it. 
They  need  it  now.  They  are  now  or 
soon  will  be  out  of  money  for  this  fiscal 
year.  That  is  all  there  is  to  this  issue, 
and  you  can  be  assured,  regardless  of 
what  anyone  says,  that  there  will  be  an 
agricultural  bill  passed  in  this  House 
this  year,  in  this  Congress  this  year,  and 
this  whole  issue  will  be  taken  care  of  in 
the  proper  manner  and  in  the  proper 
form. 
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(Mr.  ABERNETHY  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  that  I  demand  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
wei'e — yeas  195,  nays,  215,  not  voting  23, 
as  follows; 

[Roll  No.  19] 

YEAS — 195 


Abbitt 

Gary 

Multer 

Abernethy 

Gathings 

Murray,  IU. 

Addonizio 

Gentry 

Natcher 

Albert 

Gordon 

Norrell 

Alexander 

Granahan 

O'Brien,  HI. 

Andrews 

Gray 

O’Neill 

Anfuso 

Green,  Pa. 

Passman 

Ashmore 

Gregory 

Patman 

Aspinall 

Griffiths 

Perkins 

Barden 

Hagen 

Pfost 

Barrett 

Haley 

Pilcher 

Bass,  Tenn. 

Hardy 

Poage 

Bell 

Harris 

Polk 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Harrison,  Va. 

Powell 

Blatnik 

Hays,  Ark. 

Preston 

Blitch 

Hays,  Ohio 

Price 

Bolling 

Hayworth 

Priest 

Bonner 

Healey 

Quigley 

Bowler 

Hebert 

Rabaut 

Brooks,  La.  g 

Herlong 

Rains 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Holifield 

Richards 

Brown,  Ga. 

Holland 

Riley 

Buckley 

Holtzman 

Roberts 

Burleson 

Huddleston 

Robeson,  Va. 

Burnside 

Hull 

Rodino 

Byrd 

Ikard 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Jarman 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Carlyle 

Jennings 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Carnahan 

Johnson,  Wis. 

Rooney 

Celler 

Jones,  Ala. 

Roosevelt 

Chatham 

Jones,  Mo. 

Rutherford 

Chelf 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Selden 

Christopher 

Karsten 

Sheppard 

Chudoff 

Kee 

Shuford 

Colmer 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Siem  inski 

Cooley 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Sikes 

Davidson 

Keogh 

Sisk 

Davis,  Ga. 

Kilday 

Smith,  Miss. 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Kilgore 

Smith,  Va. 

Deane 

King,  Calif. 

Spence 

Delaney 

Kirwan 

Staggers 

Dempsey 

Klein 

Steed 

Dies 

Kluczynski 

Sullivan 

Dlngell 

Knutson 

Teague,  Tex. 

Dollinger 

Landrum 

Thomas 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Lanham 

Thompson,  La. 

Dowdy 

Lankford 

Thompson,  N.  J. 

Doyle 

Lesinski 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Durham 

McCarthy 

Thornberry 

Edmondson 

McCormack 

Trimble 

Elliott 

McDowell 

Tuck 

Engle 

McMillan 

Tumulty 

Evins 

Macdonald 

trdall 

Fallon 

Machrowicz 

Vanik 

Fa  scell 

Madden 

Vinson 

Feighan 

Magnuson 

Watts 

Fisher 

Mahon 

Whitten 

Flood 

Marshall 

Wickersham 

Flynt 

Matthews 

Wier 

Forand 

Metcalf 

Williams,  Miss. 

Forrester 

Miller,  Calif. 

Willis 

Fountain 

Mills 

Winstead 

Frazier 

Morrison 

Wright 

Friedel 

Moss 

Zablocki 

Garmatz 

Moulder 

Zelenko 

NAYS— 215 

Adair 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Bow 

Alger 

Bates 

Boyle 

Allen,  Calif. 

Beamer 

Bray 

Allen,  m. 

Becker 

Brown,  Ohio 

Andersen, 

Belcher 

Brownson 

H.  Carl 

Bennett,  Mich.  Broyhill 

Andresen, 

Bentley 

Budge 

August  H. 

Berry 

Burdick 

Arends 

Betts 

Bush 

Ashley 

Boland 

Byrnes,  Wis 

Auchincloss 

Bolton, 

Carrigg 

Avery 

Frances  P. 

Cederberg 

Ayres 

Bolton, 

Chase 

Baker 

Oliver  P. 

Chenoweth 

Baldwin 

Bosch 

Chiperfield 

Church 

Hyde 

Radwan 

Clark 

Jackson 

Ray 

Clevenger 

James 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Cole 

Jenkins 

Reed 

Coon 

Jensen 

Rees,  Kans. 

Cooper 

Johansen 

Reuss 

Corbett 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Cramer 

Jonas 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Cretella 

Judd 

Riehlman 

Crumpacker 

Kean 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Cunningham 

Kearney 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Kearns 

Sadlak 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Keating 

St.  George 

Dague 

Kilburn 

Saylor 

Davis,  Wis. 

King,  Pa. 

Schenck 

Dawson,  Utah 

Knox 

Scherer 

Denton 

Krueger 

Schwengel 

Derounian 

Laird 

Scott 

Devereux 

Lane 

Scrivner 

Dixon 

Latham 

Scudder 

Dodd 

LeCompte 

Seely-Brown 

Dolliver 

Lipscomb 

Sheehan 

Dondero 

Lovre 

Short 

Donohue 

McConnell 

Siler 

Donovan 

McCulloch 

Simpson,  HI. 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

McDonough 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Ellsworth 

McGregor 

Smith,  Kans. 

Fenton 

Mclntire 

Smith,  Wis. 

Fernandez 

McVey 

Springer 

Fino 

Mack,  HI. 

Taber 

Fjare 

Mack,  Wash. 

Talle 

Fogarty 

Mailliard 

Teague,  Calif. 

Ford 

Martin 

Thompson, 

Frelinghuysen 

Mason 

Mich. 

Fulton 

Meader 

Thomson,  Wyo, 

Gavin 

Merrow 

Utt 

George 

Miller,  Md. 

Van  Pelt 

Green,  Oreg. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Van  Zandt 

Gross 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Velde 

Gubser 

Minshall 

Vorys 

Hale 

Morano 

Vursell 

Halleck 

Mumma 

Wainwright 

Hand 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Weaver 

Harden 

Nelson 

Westland 

Harvey 

Nicholson 

Wharton 

Henderson 

Norblad 

Widnall 

Heselton 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

Wigglesworth 

Hess 

O’Hara,  Ill. 

Williams,  N.  J. 

Hiestand 

O’Hara,  Minn. 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Hill 

O'Konski 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Hillings 

Osmers 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Hinshaw 

Ostertag 

Withrow 

Hoeven 

Patterson 

Wolcott 

Hoffman,  HI. 

Pelly 

Wolverton 

Hoffman,  Mich.  Philbin 

Yates 

Holmes 

Phillips 

Young 

Hope 

Horan 

Hosmer 

Pillion  Younger 

Poff 

Prouty 

NOT  VOTING — 23 

Bailey 

Diggs 

Mollohan 

Baumhart 

Eberharter 

Morgan 

Boggs 

Gamble 

Rivers 

Boykin 

Grant 

Shelley 

Canfield 

Gwinn 

Taylor 

Cannon 

Harrison,  Nebr.  Tollefson 

Coudert 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Holt 

Long 

Walter 

So  the  conference  report  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Boggs  for,  with  Mr.  Canfield  against. 

Mr.  Bailey  for.  with  Mr.  Coudert  against. 

Mr.  Mollohan  for,  with  Mr.  Taylor  against. 

Mr.  Boykin  for,  with  Mr.  Baumhart  against. 

Mr.  Rivers  for,  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee 
against. 

Mr.  Walter  for,  with  Mr.  Gamble  against. 

Mr.  Cannon  for,  with  Mr.  Gwinn  against. 

Mr.  Morgan  for,  with  Mr.  Holt  against. 

Mr.  Shelley  for,  with  Mr.  Tollefson  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Grant  with  Mr.  Harrison  of  Nebraska. 

Mrs.  GREEN  of  Oregon  changed  her 
vote  from  “yea”  to  “nay.” 

Mr.  BOYLE  changed  his  vote  from 
“yea”  to  “nay.” 

Mr.  FINO  changed  his  vote  from  "yea” 
to  “nay.” 

Mr.  DENTON  changed  his  vote  from 
“yea”  to  “nay.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  report  the  Senate  admend- 
ments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

.  Page  1,  line  8,  after  -$60, 000.000,”  insert 
“and  for  each  of  the  two  fiscal  years  in  the 
period  beginning  July  1,  1956,  and  ending 
June  30,  1958,  not  to  exceed  $75,000,000.” 

Page  2,  line  1,  after  “in”  insert  “(1)” 

Page  2,  line  2,  after  “under”  insert  and 
(2)  such  nonprofit  nursery  schools,  child¬ 
care  centers,  settlement  houses,  summer 
camps,  and  similar  nonprofit  institutions 
as  are  devoted  to  the  care  and  training  of 
underprivileged  children  on  a  public  welfare 
or  charitable  basis.” 

Page  2,  line  8,  after  “1956,”  insert  “and 
$20,000,000  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years  1957 
and  1958.” 

Page  3,  after  line  2,  insert: 

“Sec.  3.  The  first  sentence  of  subsection 
(a)  and  the  first  sentence  of  subsection  (b) 
of  section  202  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended,  are  amended  by  striking  out 
‘1956’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  T958’.” 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  offer  a  motion  to  recede  and 
concur. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  August  H.  Andresen  moves  that  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
Senate  amendments  to  H.  R.  8320  and  concur 
therein. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  is  recognized 
for  1  hour. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  yield  back  my  time  and  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken  and  there 


were — yeas, 
as  follows; 

406,  nays  0, 

[Roll  No.  20] 
YEAS — 406 

not  voting  27, 

Abbitt 

Bolton, 

Cooley 

Abernethy 

Frances  P. 

Coon 

Adair 

Bolton, 

Cooper 

Addonizio 

Oliver  P. 

Corbett 

Albert 

Bonner 

Cramer 

Alexander 

Bosch 

Cretella 

Alger 

Bow 

Crumpacker 

Allen,  Calif. 

Bowler 

Cunningham 

Allen,  HI. 

Boyle 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Andersen, 

Bray 

Curtis,  Mo. 

H.  Carl 

Brooks,  La. 

Dague 

Andresen, 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Davidson 

August  H. 

Brown,  Ga. 

Davis,  Ga. 

Andrews 

Brown,  Ohio 

Davis,  Wis. 

Anfuso 

Brownson 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Arends 

Broyhill 

Dawson,  Utah 

Ashley 

Buckley 

Deane 

Ashmore 

Budge 

Delaney 

Aspinall 

Burdick 

Dempsey 

Auchincloss 

Burleson 

Denton 

Avery 

Burnside 

Derounian 

Ayres 

Bush 

Devereux 

Baker 

Byrd 

Dies 

Baldwin 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Dingell 

Barden 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Dixon 

Barrett 

Carlyle 

Dodd 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Carnahan 

Dollinger 

Bass,  Tenn. 

Carrigg 

Dolliver 

Bates 

Cederberg 

Dondero 

Beamer 

Celler 

Donohue 

Becker 

Chase 

Donovan 

Belcher 

Chatham 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Bell 

Chelf 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Chenoweth 

Dowdy 

Bennett,  Mich, 

,  Chiperfield 

Doyle 

Bentley 

Christopher 

Edmondson 

Berry 

Chudoff 

Elliott 

Betts 

Church 

Ellsworth 

Blatnik 

Clark 

Engle 

Blitch 

Clevenger 

Evins 

Boland 

Cole 

Fallon 

Bolling 

Colmer 

Fascell 

1956 

c 

Feighan 

King,  Pa. 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Fenton  Kirwan 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Fernandez 

Klein 

Richards 

Fino 

Kluczynski 

Riehlman 

Fisher 

Knox 

Riley 

Fjare 

Krueger 

Roberts 

Flood 

Laird 

Robeson,  Va. 

Flynt 

Landrum 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Fogarty 

Lane 

Rodino 

Forand 

Lanham 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Ford 

Lankford 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Forrester 

Latham 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Fountain 

LeC’ompte 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Frazier 

Lesinski 

Rooney 

Frelinghuysen 

Lipscomb 

Roosevelt 

Friedel 

Long 

Sadlak 

Fulton 

Lovre 

St.  George 

Garmatz 

McCarthy 

Saylor 

Gary 

McConnell 

Schenck 

Qathings 

McCormack 

Scherer 

Gavin 

McCulloch 

Schwengel 

Gentry 

McDonough 

Scott 

George 

McDowell 

Serivner 

Gordon 

McGregor 

Scudder 

Granahan 

Mclntire 

Seely-Brown 

Gray 

McMillan 

Selden 

Green,  Oreg. 

McVey 

Sheehan 

Green,  Pa. 

Macdonald 

Sheppard 

Gregory 

Machrowicz 

Short 

Griffiths 

Mack,  HI. 

Shuford 

Gross 

Mack,  Wash. 

Sieminski 

Gubser 

Madden 

Sikes 

Hagen 

Magnuson 

Siler 

Hale 

Mahon 

Simpson,  IU. 

Haley 

Mailliard 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Halleck 

Marshall 

Sisk 

Hand 

Martin 

Smith,  Kans. 

Harden 

Mason 

Smith,  Miss. 

Hardy 

Matthews 

Smith,  Va. 

Harris 

Meader 

Smith,  Wis. 

Harrison,  Va. 

Merrow 

Spence 

Harvey 

Metcalf 

Springer 

Hays,  Ark. 

Miller,  Calif. 

Staggers 

Hays,  Ohio 

Miller,  Md. 

Steed 

Hayworth 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Sullivan 

Healey 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Taber 

Hebert 

Mills 

Talle 

Henderson 

Minshall 

Teague,  Calif. 

Herlong 

Morano 

Teague,  Tex. 

Heselton 

Morrison 

Thomas 

Hess 

Moss 

Thompson,  La. 

Hiestand 

Moulder 

Thompson, 

Hill 

Multer 

Mich. 

HUlings 

Mumma 

Thompson,  N.  J 

Hinshaw 

Murray,  Ill. 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Hoeven 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

Hoffman,  XU. 

Natcher 

Thornberry 

Hoffman,  Mich.  Nelson 

Trimble 

Holland 

N  icholson 

Tuck 

Holmes 

Norblad 

Tumulty 

Holtzman 

O'Brien,  Ill. 

Udall 

Hope 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

Utt 

Horan 

O’Hara,  HI. 

Vanik 

Hosmer 

O'Hara,  Minn. 

Van  Pelt 

Huddleston 

O’Konski 

Van  Zandt 

Hull 

ONeiU 

Velde 

Hyde 

Osmers 

Vinson 

Ikard 

Ostertag 

Vorys 

Jackson 

Passman 

Vursell 

James 

Patman 

Wain  wright 

Jarman 

Patterson 

Watts 

Jenkins 

Pelly 

Weaver 

Jennings 

Perkins 

Westland 

Jensen 

Pfost 

Wharton 

Johansen 

Philbin 

Whitten 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Phillips 

Wickersham 

Johnson,  Wis. 

Pilcher 

Widnall 

Jonas 

Pillion 

Wier 

Jones,  Ala. 

Poage 

Wigglesworth 

Jones,  Mo. 

Poff 

Williams,  Miss. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Polk 

Williams,  N.  J. 

Judd 

Powell 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Karsten 

Preston 

Willis 

Kean 

Price 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Kearney 

Priest 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Kearns 

Prouty 

Winstead 

Keating 

Quigley 

Withrow 

Kee 

Rabaut 

Wolcott 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Radwan 

Wolverton 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Rains 

Wright 

Keogh 

Ray 

Yates 

Kilburn 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Young 

Kilday 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Younger 

Kilgore 

Rees,  Kans. 

Zablocki 

King,  Calif. 

Reuss 

Zelenko 

NOT  VOTING— 

27 

Bailey 

Durham 

Mollohan 

Baumhart 

Eberharter 

Morgan 

Boggs 

Gamble 

Norrell 

Boykin 

Grant 

Rivers 

Canfield 

Gwinn 

Rutherford 

Cannon 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Shelley 

Coudert 

Holifleld 

Taylor 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Holt 

Tollefson 

Diggs 

Knutson 

Walter 

CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 


HOUSE  46< 

To.  /~n  i  „  '  specific  job  in  the  Immigration  Ser/icp 

Clerk  announced  the  following  :  He  not  only  has  demonstrated  his  a'bili- 
p  '  i  ty  to  perform  this  service,  but  a/thing 

which  appeals  to  some  of  us  is  the  fact 
that  the  Government  would  be  /Saved  a 
considerable  amount  of  money  by  utiliz¬ 
ing  the  services  of  this  re  tired/ Army  of¬ 
ficer.  In  fact,  if  it  were  filled  by  any 
other  person,  it  would  cost  s/me  $12,000 
to  $15,000.  In  view  of  the  /act  that  the 
genei  al  draws  a  retiremeiit  pay  of  some 
$8,000  plus,  the  Governrrrent  would  get 
the  services  of  the  general  in  this  par¬ 
ticular  job  for  a  little  better  than  $2,000 
a  year.  I  think  the  re/olution  should  be 
agreed  to  and  the  bil/should  be  enacted 
into  law. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illifiois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
know  of  no  objection  to  the  rule  on  this 
side  and  yield  bafck  the  balance  of  my 
time. 

Mr.  COLMEHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
Tire  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion, to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


Mr.  Boggs  with  Mr.  Canfield. 

Mr.  Bailey  with  Mr.  Coudert. 

Mr.  Mollohan  with  Mr.  Gwinn. 

Mr.  Boykin  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  Rivers  with  Mr.  Harrison  of  Nebraska. 
Mr.  Walter  with  Mr.  Holt. 

Mr.  Cannon  with  Mr.  Gamble. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  with  Mr.  Tollefson. 
Mr.  Durham  with  Mr.  Baumhart. 

The,  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


COMMITTEE  ON  INTERIOR  AND 
INSULAR  AFFAIRS 

METCALF.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
limous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  may  sit 
during!  general  debate  this  afternoon 
while  tke  House  is  in  session. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objectionVo  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Montana? 

There  waVno  objection. 

BRIG.  GEN.  "EDWIN  B.  HOWARD 

Mr.  COLMER.  N^Ir.  Speaker,  by  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  call 
up  House  Resolutionx422  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  Adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  tbe  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State "tof  the  Unioi 
for  the  consideration  of  the  bib.  (S.  127/) 
to  authorize  the  appointment  in\a  civilian 
position  in  the  Department  of  Jqsticer  of 
Brig.  Gen.  Edwin  B.  Howard,  Uniteck  States 
Army,  retired,  and  for  other  purposes .VaT ter 
general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to 
the  bill,  and  shall  continue  not  to  mcceed  1 
hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and  c/ntroNd 
by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minonty  met 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Arm ea  Services) 
the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under 
the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  repprt  the  bill  to 
the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  biU  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

Mr.  COLMER.  MZ.  Speaker,  I  yield 
30  minutes  to  the  /entleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Allen ]y  and  pending  that  I 
yield  myself  sue#  time  as  I  may  con¬ 
sume. 

Mr.  Speaker, /this  resolution  provides 
for  the  consideration  of  a  bill  which  au¬ 
thorizes  the  Appointment  of  a  retired 
brigadier  general  of  the  United  States 
Army,  Edwjn  B.  Howard,  as  a  civilian 
employee  m  the  Department  of  Justice. 
This  is  a /Special  action  which  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  view  of  the  existing  law  prohibit¬ 
ing  the-employment  of  retired  Army  of¬ 
ficers  /except  under  certain  circum- 
stanc/s.  General  Howard  has  been  oc¬ 
cupying  this  position  on  a  per  diem  basis 
foryseveral  months.  He  has  performed 
a  Splendid  service  that  has  been,  of 
course,  in  the  interest  of  our  country, 
[r.  Speaker,  under  the  terms  of  this 
lill  the  general  could  be  hired  for  this 


MAJ.  GEN.  FRANK  H.  PARTRIDGE, 

UNITED  STATES  ARMY,  RETIRED 

Mry  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  call 
up  me  resolution  (H.  Res.  432)  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  appointment  in  a  civilian  po¬ 
sition  in  the  Department  of  Justice  of 
laj.  Gen.  Frank  H.  Partridge,  United 
States  Army,  retired,  and  for  other  pur- 
'  poses,  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consid¬ 
eration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 
for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1272)  to 
authorize  the  appointment  in  a  civilion  po¬ 
sition  in  the  Department  of  Justice  of  MaJ. 
Gen.  Frank  H.  Partridge,  United  States  Army, 
retired,  and  for  other  purposes.  After  gen¬ 
eral  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the 
Dill,  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour, 
t\  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the\Commlttee  on  Armed  Services,  the  bill 
shall\be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5- 
minutk  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to 
the  House/ with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  \dopted,  and  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion  shall  b\  considered  as  ordered  on  the 
bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion  except  one  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit 

Mr.  COLMERX  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  usual  allocation  of  one-half  hour 
to  the  distinguisnted  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Allen!) 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  rehiarks  that  I  made 
a  few  moments  ago  with  reference  to 
House  Resolution  422  apply  to  this  reso¬ 
lution.  It  is  in  the  same/ category  ex¬ 
cept  it  would  authorize  the  appointment, 
under  similar  conditions,  orvMaj.  Gen. 
Frank  H.  Partridge,  United  St\tes  Army, 
retired. 

I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  tltae. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  reserve  my 
time,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  mvve 
the  previous  question. 
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ie  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Tibs  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  Houke  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  rfae  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  127l\to  authorize  the  ap¬ 
pointment  in  a  civilian  position  in  the 
Department  of  Justr^e  of  Brig.  Gen. 
Edwin  B.  Howard,  United  States  Army, 
retired,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Wtmle  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for\£he  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1271),  w^th  Mr. 
Mack  of  Illinois  in  the  chair.  \ 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biN. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  red¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 


,  tlmy 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson] 
will  be  recognized  for  30  minutes,  and 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short]  will  be  recognized  for  30  minutes. 

The  Chair  now  recognizes  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  purpose  of  this  bill 
is  to  authorize  the  appointment  of  Brig. 
Gen.  E.  V.  Howard,  United  States  Army, 
retired,  to  a  civilian  position  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice.  The  position  is 
Assistant  Commissioner  in  charge  of  the 
field  inspections  and  Security  Division 
of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service. 

The  provisions  of  the  dual-employ¬ 
ment  statute  of  1894  prevent  General 
Howard  from  being  employed  in  a 
civilian  capacity  by  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  because  he  is  a  retired  officer. 
This  law  forbids  any  retired  officer  of 
the  Regular  service  from  being  appointed 
to  a  Federal  position  if  his  retired  pay 
amounts  to  $2,500  annually. 

In  1954  General  Howard  was  hired  as 
a  consultant  at  $50  per  day.  It  was 
subsequently  determined  that  he  should 
have  been  paid  $45.36  per  day  and  that/ 
he  had  been  overpaid  in  the  amount  oi 
$483.05.  He  repaid  this  amount  to  the 
Government.  But  it  should  be  ndted 
that  General  Howard  was  not  at/fault 
in  this  matter.  He  had  nothing  to  do 
with  determining  his  rate  of  way. 

At  the  time  of  General  Howard's  em¬ 
ployment  the  rate  of  illegal  /atrants  into 
this  country  was  approximately  3,000 
per  day.  During  the  peafod  of  his  serv¬ 
ice,  the  daily  rate  of  illegal  entrants  was 
reduced  from  3,000  per  day  to  200  per 
day.  Since  no  legislation  had  been 
passed  to  enable/General  Howard  to 
accept  an  appohftment  to  the  position, 
his  services  as  /  consultant  were  termi¬ 
nated  after  approximately  1  year. 

Since  thag  time  a  career  civil-service 
employee  in  the  Immigration  and  Natu¬ 
ralization^  Service  has  performed  these 
duties. /However,  this  is  a  schedule  C  po- 
sitioiy/and  in  order  for  a  career  civil- 
service  employee  to  receive  the  appoint¬ 
ment,  he  would  be  required  to  surrender 
civil-service  status.  As  a  conse¬ 


quence,  this  career  employee,  who  does 
not  want  the  appointment,  has  been  oc¬ 
cupying  the  position  in  an  acting  capac¬ 
ity  but  with  the  lesser  salary  authorized 
for  his  civil-service  status. 

The  Commissioner  of  Naturalization 
stated  that  he  could  not  now  find  any 
civil-service  employee  who  is  qualified 
for  this  position,  nor  has  he  received  any 
application,  verbally  or  otherwise,  from 
any  present  civil-service  employee  of  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
who  desires  to  be  considered  for  £his  ap¬ 
pointment. 

It  is  doubtful  if  any  fully  qualified  civ¬ 
il-service  employee  in  another  agency  of 
the  Government  could  be  found  for  this 
position,  and  it  is  fair  to  assume  that  if 
such  qualified  persons  could  be  found 
that  they  would  not  be  willing  to  surren¬ 
der  their  civil-Service  status  in  order  to 
be  appointed  to  this  schedule  C  position 

It  is  expected  that  in  the  future  there 
will  be  career  civilians  in  the  Department 
of  Justice  who  will  be  qualified  for  this 

osition,  and  who  would  be  willing  to 
cept  it.  But  this  would  occur  after 
such  persons  have  qualified  for  civil- 
service  retirement  and  not  before. 

There  is  ample  precedent  for  the  pi 
sage  ofsthis  bill.  It  has  been  done  in/he 
case  of  Gen.  George  C.  Marshall ;  lieu¬ 
tenant  General  Erskine,  a  Marine' Corps 
general;  C6L  Leland  Hewitt,  a  retired 
Army  officer/and  many  others 

It  is  pertinent  to  note  that'  legislation 
of  this  characteX  is  not  n^essary  when 
the  appointee  mu\t  be  confirmed  by  the 
Senate,  or  when  the  officer  in  question 
has  been  retired  for  disability  as  a  result 
of  wounds  received  in.  combat  with  an 
enemy  of  the  United  'States.  This  is 
precisely  the  siti^dtion  concerning  Gen¬ 
eral  Swing,  who' is  the  Commissioner  of 
the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service.  His-  appointment  required  Sen¬ 
ate  confirmation,  and,  in  addition,  he 
was  retired  for  disability  from  combat 
wounds/  But  General  Howard  retied  on 
length’ of  service,  rather  than  on ''dis¬ 
ability,  making  this  legislation  neces¬ 
sary.  x 

In.  order  that  this  question  be  kept' 
^n  proper  perspective,  it  should  be  noted 
that  Congress  has  previously  provided  a 
statutory  exemption  for  retired  officers 
from  the  dual-employment  statute  of 
1894  for  the  following: 

First.  The  Director  and  Deputy  Direc¬ 
tor  and  other  officials  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget. 

Second.  All  boards  and  consultants 
hired  under  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1954. 

Third.  Fifteen  retired  officers  by  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency. 

Fourth.  Twenty-five  retired  officers  by 
the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Administra¬ 
tion. 

Fifth.  Any  number  of  retired  officers 
by  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for 
Aeronautics. 

Sixth.  Any  number  of  retired  officers 
by  the  Chief  of  Army  Engineers  where 
such  employees  are  employed  on  rivers 
and  harbors  improvement. 

Seventh.  Any  number  of  retired  offi¬ 
cers  by  the  Selective  Service  System. 

Eighth.  Any  number  of  retired  officers 
by  the  Veterans’  Administration. 


Finally,  it  should  be  noted  that  if  Gen¬ 
eral  Howard  is  permitted  to  accept 
appointment  with  the  Federal  Govi 
ment,  he  will  not  be  allowed  to  draw 
his  retired  pay  and  the  pay  of  the  civilian 
position.  His  retired  pay  is  $8,705  per 
year.  The  salary  of  the  civilian/position 
is  $11,610  per  year,  or  $2, 905/per  year 
more  than  his  retired  pay. 

So  the  net  effect  of  the  passage  of  this 
bill  would  be  to  permit  the  Government 
to  utilize  the  services  of/an  able  retired 
officer,  on  a  full-time  basis,  who  has  al¬ 
ready  proved  his  woyth  in  the  position, 
for  a  net  increase/in  Federal  expendi¬ 
tures  of  $2,905  pe/year. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will/the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSQN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  want  to 
say  to  the/distinguished  chairman  of  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  that 
when  ilistened  to  the  testimony  given  to 
the  committee  on  this  matter  I  was  very 
much  impressed  with  the  magnificent 
rk  that  is  being  done  now  in  closing 
the  portals  of  this  country  to  illegal 
'immigration.  We  need  a  man  with  the 
ability  this  general  has  to  fill  this  job, 
and  he  fills  it  well,  so  we  will  stop  this 
illegal  immigration  that  has  been  flood¬ 
ing  this  country,  particularly  from  the 
Southwest. 

I  certainly  hope  we  will  pass  this  bill 
and  give  this  man  the  opportunity  to  give 
his  talents  to  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  in  this  activity. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  thank  my  colleague. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Does  this  proposal 
mean  that  this  general  can  work  only 
at  that  specific  job,  or  will  he  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  transferred  to  other 
agencies? 

Mr.  VINSON.  He  will  be  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice.  His  position  will  be 
Assistant  Commissioner  in  charge  of  the 
Field  Inspection  and  Security  Division 
of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
^Service ;  and  that  is  the  only  position  that 
\e  will  be  authorized  to  hold. 

Ir.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
theVentleman  yield? 

Mr.\VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NiCHOLSON.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
chairman  -qf  the  committee  a  question 
about  the  eitoloyment  of  these  generals. 
There  recently  was  an  article  in  the 
newspapers  to  effect  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health ,  iMucation,  and  Welfare 
were  going  to  rfee  these  generals  as 
teachers  in  schools\  Would  they  be  in 
this  same  category?  'Or  would  we  have 
to  pass  special  legislatmn? 

Mr.  VINSON.  This  mis  no  reference 
to  teaching  school.  We  w-puld  have  to 
pass  special  legislation  unless  1  of  3 
things  happened:  One,  that  hhhad  been 
retired  for  battle  wounds;  twcAthat  he 
had  been  confirmed  by  the  Senate.  In 
those  two  instances  a  retired  offices,  does 
not  fall  within  the  purview  of  the  \ual 
Employment  Act.  If  he  has  been  retired 
for  battle  wounds  he  can  hold  a  dual  joV 
But  if  he  is  retired  on  account  of  service* 
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Ever  since  the  end  of  the  First  World  Wir, 
he  nations  of  Europe,  great  and  small,  have 
een  living  dangerously.  Some  of  them  star¬ 
ved;  some  were  overwhelmed.  But  the 
dknger  has  always  persisted,  until  today  it 
is^once  again  at  a  point  of  historical  clhnax. 

aradoxically  and  contrary  to  previous 
European  history,  it  has  suddenly  reached 
thia  climax  through  soft  words  rath  el  than 
harsh.  That  is  the  essence  of  the  danger. 
Than  is  the  novelty  of  the  danger.  That  is 
the  danger  of  the  danger. 

Will  we  of  the  West  be  able  to  muster  the 
combination  of  universally  acceptable  moral 
position,  the  diplomatic  effectiveness,  the 
econorrfic  coherence,  the  military  deterrence, 
and  the  human  communication,  to  present 
ourselves  as  the  true  citadel  of  right  to  those 
millions  \  whose  frontier  begins  wist  a  few 
hundred  Wards  from  where  I  am  speaking  in 
such  a  wpy  that  they  will  derive  hope  in 
what  could  appear  to  be  a  hopeless  situa¬ 
tion,  strength  in  what  is  daily  Jan  exhaust¬ 
ing  life,  ar^d  faith  when  all  around  them 
godless  evil  appfear  smilingly 


the  forces  $f 
triumphant 

These  ma; 
not  rhetoric. 

Furthermo: 
to  100  percent 
responsibility 
world.  This  ii 
when  we  can 
fellow  to  meet 


be  big  words,  /but  they  are 


and  most  important,  close 
if  not  100  percent,  of  the 
ests  on  us  pfere  in  the  free 
not  one  of  /those  situations 
ir  should  look  to  the  other 
is  halfway/  He  is  a  slave — 
and  we  are  free.\  Through  the  discharge  of 
our  responsibility,  he  will  be  free  again— 
or  we  will  join  hipi  as  a  ^ave. 


Brotherhood  by  Air 

REMARKS 


EXTENSION 
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Mr.  MORANO/  Mr,  Speaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  reiharks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  I  wish  to  include  the  text  of  an  ad¬ 
vertisement  wh^ch  appear  in  the  Pitts¬ 
burgh  Courier  i/i  connection  with  Broth¬ 
erhood  Week  which  was*  observed  from 
February  19  to  26.  Sponsored  by  Pan 
American  Airways,  the  Advertisement 
points  up  th^  contributions  of  low-cost 
tourist  air  tafvel  to  promofijon  of  broth¬ 
erhood  throughout  the  wor 

An  airline  seeking  larger  markets  through 
lowered  cost*  and  better  services  does  its 
part,  too,  if  furthering  the  objectives  of 
Brotherhood  Week — the  Unity  of  Mankind. 
There  are  k nany  implications  behind  the 
prosaic  worfds,  “Tourist  rate.”  Trtie  cheaper 
fares  meai^  that  hundreds  of  thousands  more 
Americans/  can  afford  to  go  overseas  and  of 
these  how  many — 1  out  of  50,  IJL  out  °f 
10,  1  outyof  5? — will  make  a  friend  abroad. 

A  firsthand  look  at  the  customs  and  prob¬ 
lems  of  fcu r  fellowmen  in  foreign  laijds  does 
more  tllan  anything  to  bring  about  that 
sympathetic  understanding  without  which 
international  amity  cannot  thrive.  And  so 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  which  has 
done  more  than  any  other  airline  to  m<$ke  its 
far-flying  routes  available  to  the  average 
man/helps  to  achieve  the  great  ideal,  t$  en- 
livei/  the  efforts  to  make  all  mankind 
broilers. 

it-  of  one  friend  will  grow  many.  \  In 
tin je,  and  with  the  opportunity  to  foster  it, 
th/re  will  grow  a  solid  bond  of  friendship 
across  the  seas.  By  winging  swiftly  overesl 
toe  thousands  anxious  to  see  and  to  undeS- 
sland,  by  giving  more  and  more  American' 
lie  chance  to  make  a  friend  abroad,  Pa 
American  brings  people  closer  together,  an 
lations  closer  together. 
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Special  School  Milk  and  Brucellosis 
Eradication 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  DEWEY  SHORT 

OP  MISSOURI 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  March  21,  1956 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  com¬ 
plex  and  difficult  farm  problem  that  con¬ 
fronts  our  Nation  will  be  solved  not  by 
emotional  appeals  or  by  hungry  politi¬ 
cians  eager  to  get  votes  by  waving  a 
magic  wand,  but  by  sticking  close  to 
the  hard,  stubborn  facts  of  life. 

All  of  us  know  that  the  value  of  dairy¬ 
ing  and  dairy  products  is  the  biggest 
branch  of  agriculture  and  in  fact,  the 
greatest  industry  in  our  country.  Dairy¬ 
ing  is  bigger  than  United  States  Steel 
or  Standard  Oil  or  any  other  single  in¬ 
dustry. 

We  are  now  called  upon  to  vote  as  to 
whether  or  not  we  shall  extend  for  2 
years  the  program  relating  to  the  special 
school  milk  and  brucellosis  eradication, 
and  for  the  use  of  dairy  products — milk, 
butter,  and  cheese — in  veterans  hos¬ 
pitals  and  by  the  members  of  our  Armed 
Forces. 

I  welcome  the  opportunity  to  vote 
for  the  2-year  extension  of  all  these 
programs,  not  merely  because  I  represent 
a  great  dairy  district,  but  I  think  it  is  in 
the  interest  of  all  the  farmers  and  citi¬ 
zens  of  our  entire  Nation. 

While  the  vote  may  be  close,  I  am 
confident  that  these  worthy  programs 
will  be  continued  and  with  the  help  of 
Democrats  who  place  the  welfare  of 
country  above  party,  I  believe  we  will 
win  this  fight.  Under  permission  grant¬ 
ed  me,  I  include  an  important  notice 
from  Hon.  Leslie  Arends,  the  Republi¬ 
can  whip  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  and  various  telegrams  and  letters— 
only  a  few  of  the  many  that  I  have  re¬ 
ceived — from  my  constituents  whom  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  should,  by  all  means, 
pass  this  bill  to  give  33  million  school- 
children  in  the  United  States — in  62,000 
schools,  the  nourishment  they  need  and 
to  eradicate  the  brucellosis  disease,  in 
order  to  bring  production  and  consump¬ 
tion  of  dairy  products  into  better  bal¬ 
ance,  and  to  insure  our  dairy  farmers  a 
fair  return  for  their  hard  and  strenuous 
labors.  It  will  also  take  care  of  the  mil¬ 
lions  of  our  schoolchildren,  veterans  in 
our  veterans  hospitals,  and  the  men  and 
women  serving  in  all  branches  of  our 
armed  services  all  over  the  world. 

The  material  referred  to  follows:  * 
Important  Notice 
Congress  of  the  United  States, 

House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  March  19,  1956, 
Dear  Colleague:  It  is  planned  that  the 
conference  report  on  H.  R.  8320,  relating  to 
the  special  school-milk  and  brucellosis-erad- 

Iication  programs  be  called  up  for  considera¬ 
tion  early  in  the  session  on  Tuesday,  March 
20. 

The  conference  report  eliminates  provi¬ 
sions  for  the  extensions  of  these  programs 
beyond  June  30,  1956,  when  they  will  other¬ 
wise  expire. 


If  we  can  defeat  the  conference  report  the 
House  will  then  be  in  a  position  to  accept  the 
Senate  amendments,  which  provide  for  a 
2-year  extension  of  these  programs,  and  also 
the  veterans’  hospital  and  Armed  Forces  milk 
program. 

A  rollcall  will  be  asked  for  on  the  confer¬ 
ence  report. 

It  is  hoped  that  every  Republican  will  vote 
against  the  conference  report  and  then  vote 
for  the  motion  to  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment.  The  bill  will  then  be  complete 
to  go  to  the  White  House. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Les  Arends, 
Republican  Whip. 

Springfield,  Mo.,  March  17,  1956. 
Congressman  Dewey  Short, 

Care  House  of  Representatives: 

Greene  County,  your  largest  milk  produc¬ 
ing  county,  asks  your  support  of  bill  H.  R. 
8320  for  the  extension  of  milk  for  school 
lunch  and  brucellosis  program  for  2  years 
instead  of  90  days. 

Greene  County  Farm  Bureau, 

C.  F.  Swan,  Legislative  Chairman. 

Osceola,  Mo.,  March  21,  1956. 
Dewey  Short, 

Congressman,  Seventh  District, 
Washington,  D.  C.: 

f  urge  support  bill  H.  R.  8320  Senate  version 
for  2  years  in  addition  to  the  90  days. 

Mrs.  Robert  C.  Smith, 
Legislative  chairman,  St.  Clair  County 
Farm  Bureau. 

Springfield,  Mo.,  March  18, 1956. 
Hon.  Dewey  Short, 

House  of  Representatives , 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Request  your  support  of  bill  H.  R.  8320  ex¬ 
tension  for  2  years  instead  of  90  days. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  R.  J.  Underwood, 
Legislative  committee,  Greene  County 
Farm  Bureau. 

Carthage,  Mo.,  March  19, 1956. 
Hon.  Dewey  Short, 

Member  of  Congress, 

Seventh  Missouri  District, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Jasper  County  Farm  Bureau  urge  you  sup¬ 
port  Senate  version  for  2  years  in  addition 
to  90  days  on  brucellosis  and  milk  for  school 
lunch. 

J.  L.  Benschoter, 

National  Affairs  Chairman, 

Jasper  County  Farm  Bureau. 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  March  16,  1956. 
Hon.  Dewey  Short, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Earnestly  urge  you  give  support  to  Senate 
version  of  brucellosis  and  milk  for  school 
lunch  program,  providing  for  an  extension 
of  90  days  and  an  additional  2  years  of  both 
programs.  This  is  highly  important  to  Mis¬ 
souri  farmers. 

H.  E.  Slusher, 

President,  Missouri  Farm 

Bureau  Federation. 

Dadeville,  Mo.,  March  19, 1965. 
The  Honorable  Dewey  Short, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir;  The  Dade  County  Farm  Bureau 
hopes  you  will  see  fit  to  use  your  influence 
in  getting  the  2 -year  extension  on  the  school 
milk  program  through  this  session  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

Thank  you  in  advance. 

Very  truly  yours, 

E.  L.  Short, 

Chairman  of  Legislative  Board, 

Dade  County  Farm  Bureau. 
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Public  Law  465  -  84th  Congress 
Chapter  159  -  2d  Session 
H.  R.  8320 

AN  ACT 

To  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  with 
respect  to  the  special  school  milk  program,  the  veterans  and  Armed  Forces 
milk  programs,  and  the  brucellosis  eradication  program. 


Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  Home  of  Representative x  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ,  That  the  last  sen¬ 
tence  of  section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “For  the  period  beginning  September 
1,  1954,  and  ending  June  150,  1955,  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000,  and  fori 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  not  to  exceed  $60,000,000,  and  for 
each  of  the  two  fiscal  years  in  the  period  beginning  July  1,  1956,  and 
ending  June  30,  1958,  not  to  exceed  $75,000,000,  of  the  funds  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  be  used  to  increase  the  consump- 

dion  of  fluid  milk  by  children  in  (1)  nonprofit  schools  of  high-school 
frade  and  under;  and  (2)  such  nonprofit  nursery  schools,  child-care 
^enters,  settlement  houses,  summer  camps,  and  similar  nonprofit  insti¬ 
tutions  as  are  devoted  to  the  care  and  training  of  underprivileged 
children  on  a  public  welfare  or  charitable  basis.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  204  (e)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  “As  a  means  of  stabilizing  the  dairy  industry 
and  further  suppressing  and  eradicating  brucellosis  in  cattle,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  is  authorized  to  transfer  not  to  exceed  $17,000,000  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1956,  and  $20,000,000  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years 
1957  and  1958,  from  funds  available  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  to  the  appropriation  item  “Plant  and  Animal  Disease  and 
Pest  Control”  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act 
for  such  fiscal  year  for  the  purpose  of  accelerating  the  brucellosis 
eradication  program,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  to  not  to  exceed 
$50  per  head  of  cattle  the  amount  of  the  indemnities  paid  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  for  cattle  destroyed  because  of  brucellosis  in  con¬ 
nection  with  cooperative  control  and  eradication  programs  for  such 
disease  in  cattle  entered  into  by  the  Secretary  under  the  authority  of 
the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as  amended,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing 
the  number  of  such  indemnities,  and  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  any 
additional  administrative  expenses  in  connection  therewith.  There 
are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums  as  may  be  neces- 
ary  to  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  expendi¬ 
tures  pursuant  to  this  section.” 

Sec.  3.  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  and  the  first  sentence  of 
subsection  (b)  of  section  202  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  are  amended  by  striking  out  “1956”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  “1958”. 

Approved  April  2,  1956. 
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